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REQUEST ” 
Roman Catholicks 


To Anſwer the Queries upon theſe their 


following Tenets. 


$ I. Their Divine Service in an Unknown Tongue. 
Il. Their taking away the Cup from the People. 
III. Their witholding the Scriptures from the Laicks. 
IV. The Adoration of Images. | 
V. The Invocation of Saints and Angels. 
VI. The Dofrine of Merit. : 
VII. Purgatory. 
VIII. Their Seven Sacraments. 
IX. Their Prieſts Intention in Baptiſm. 
X. The Limbo of unbaptized Infants. 
XI. Tranſubſtantiation. 
XII. The Propitiatory Sacrifice of the Maſ<. 
XIII. Private Maſſes. 
XIV. The Sacrament of Penance. | 
XV. The Sacrament of Marriage, with the Clergies Reſtraint therefrom. 
XVI. Their Sacrament of extream Unttior. 
XVII. Tradition. 
XVIII. That thred-bare Queſtion, Where was your Church before Luther ? 
XIX. The Infallibility of the Pope with his Councils, 
XX. Tho Popes Supremacy. 
XXI. The Pope*s Depoſing Power. 
XXII. Their Uncharitableneſs to all other Chriſtians. 


A—— 


By a Moderate Son of the Church of England. 


LONDON: 


Printed for Brab. Aylmer, at the Three Pigeons over againſt the 
Royal Exchange in Cornbil, MDCLXXXVII 
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REQUEST 


Roman Catholicks, «-: 


| — —— . 


SECIFQOMNL 


Their Divine Service in an Unknown Tongue. 


Queſt. M A Y not the Seventh Commandment be as eaſily 


reconciled to Adultery, as the Service of the Romar: 

Church in an unknown Tongue to 1 Cor. 14. where 
the Apoſtle Five ſeveral Times expreſly prohibits it, and gives ſo ma- 
uy pregnant Reaſons for the Inhibition ? 

2. If the various Geſtures and Ceremonies praftiſed by the Prieſt 
at Maſs be ſufficient to excite Devotion in the Spectators, may not a 
dumb. Prieſt be as uſeful for that effect ; eſpecially he who babbles 
with a Stentorian Voice, as he who ſpeaks in an unknown Language ; 
{ince one who cannot ſpeak at all, may be as mimical as he who can 
{peak more Languages than ever Foſeph Scaliger did, or as many as 
were at the Confuſion of Babel ? | 

3. Since it's poſlible that the Prieſt may be fo Diabolical as to be 
practiſing Conjuration in an unknown Language inſtead of Devotion, 
or may be curſing his Congregation in lien of bleſſing them ; would 
not Reaſon, without the Apoſtolick Authority, perſwade us of the ne- 
_ of underſtanding his Language, that we may fay Amen to what. 

e ſays ! 
4- Since the Prieſt in theſe publick Offices is the Mouth of the Peo- 


ple in oftcring up their Tribute of Honour and Adoration to God if 
the 


— 


(2) 

the Congregation underſtand him not, how can he more juſtific himſelf, 
than if he did celebrate the Service in a Tongue-himſelt knows- ne- 
thing of, and which neither the one nor the other did underſtand-?- - 
-- 5. Since it's given as the principal Reaſon of the Roman Service in 
Latin (by the Rhemiſh Arnot.) that Chriſtians where-ever they travel 
may find the ſame Service and Prieſts officiating in it, as at home; it 
may be*demanded, if for theſake of ſome few that travel, the many 
- that ſtay at home ſhould be left deſtitute; and for one Man's Conve- 
nience, a Thouſand be expoſed to eternal. Perdition ; for there will 
not be one to a Thouſand who underſtand Latin in the Chriſtian 
World ? 

6. Since in the Service in an unknown Tongue the People are wholly 
left to the Ability and Sincerity of their Prieſt, Is not the caſe of that 
People very lamentable ? For if the Prieſt wants the former, he may 
through Ignorance turn the moſt Solemn Part of their Seryice into 
Ridicule and Nonſenſe, or Blaſphemy : And if he want the later, he 
may uſe a Spell for Prayer, or the antient Charm of the YValentinians 
Abracadabra, for Ave Maria ; nay, inſtead of Baptizing in the Name 
of the Father, &c. he may do by the Perſon, asa Jew, under the Pro- 
feſſion of a Prieſt, is ſaid to have done by a certain Man, in this laſt 
Age, who Baptized him in the horrid Name of the Devil ; there being 
nothing ſo abſurd or wicked, which according to this caſe, may not 
- be practiſed. , 

7. Since Scripture, the Reaſon of the Thing, the Fathers and Pra- 
Ctice of the Church for about Seven Hundred Years together, are for 
the Expedience and Neceſlity of having God's Publick Service in a 
Tongue underſtood by the People, may it not juſtly be enquired with 
what Effrontory the Council of Trent hath Anathematized all thoſe 
who believe the neceſſity of having God's Solemn Worſhip in a known 
Tongue ; as if Trent, (becauſe a City of the Alps) were transformed 
into Mount Ebal, whence they might curſe that great Doctor of the 
Gentiles in the firſt place ? | | 

8. Is it not evident from 1 Cor. 14. that in St. Paul's Judgment they 
deſerve to be reckoned Mad-men, who Pray to God in an Unknown 
Tongue ? 

0. Is it not probable that the Romaniſts have borrowed their Ser- 
vice in an Unknown Tongue, from ſome Heathens ? who. (as Clemens 
Alexanarinus reports) thought thoſe Prayers moſt efteftual, which 
were uttered in a Barbarous Language; or from their Neighbours,the 
old Cuſleans (of whom Yarro teſtifies) that their Prieſts did ſcarcely 


underſtand their own Sacred Rites. 


10. Since 
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- To. Since the Engliſh Liturgy is ſo agreeable to the undoubted parts 
of the moſt antient Liturgies, (it being a Form which hath all thoſe 
parcels of the Roman Offices that were known and uſed in the firſt 
Three Centuries, but wants all the Innovations and Coruptions of the 
preſent Maſs) May we not truly and pertineatly challenge all Chriſten- 
dom to produce any publick Platform (or Solemn Church-Service) {o 
conſtant to the pureſt Primitive Devotions ? 

11. Since the Famous Biſhop of Condam hath moſt cunningly en- 
deavoured. a palliative Cure (by ſoft and ſmooth Words) as to many 
Practices in the Roman Church, which ſtand in need of Amputation, 
yet both in his Expoſition and Exhortation, he ſtill paſſeth by their Ser- 
vice in an Unknown Tongue ; Is it not, becauſe he had no Tongue of 
his own, to anſwer for that Practice, which is ſo directly repugnant to 
Scripture and Antiquity, having deſpaired (it ſeems) to-find either But- 
ter or Oyl to cicatriſe or ſoften that Wound ? 


LE — 
—_—_— 


SECE:-I 
Their taking away the Cup from the People. 


Deſt. HH the Council of Conſtance, Anno 1418. made it an Arti- 

cle of Faith, That the Laity ought to receive the Eucha- 
riſt only in One Kind (792 obſtante of the Inſtitution of Chrilt, as it 
was then acknowledged, and the conſtant Practice of the Catholick 


Church above a Thouſand Years) Wherefore may they not Chriſten 


the Laick's Children only in the Name of the Holy Ghoſt, leaving out 
the Father andthe Son by the way of .Concomitancy, it being as law- 
ful to Baptize as to Communicate by halves, and no leſs certain, that 
lince the Three Perſons of the Bleſſed Trinity partake of the ſame in- 
dividual Nature, where one is, all the reſt muſt be; ſuppoſe the Muti- 
lation of the Euchariſt could not be diſparaged by that Emblem of the 
Effuſion of Chriſt*s Blood, which is neceſſarily required in the Sacra- 
ment ? 


2. Since the principal Reaſon aſſigned by Gerſon (for that Canon of 


the Council of Conſtance, which-abſtrafts the Cup from the People) 
1s the Danger of ſpilling of the Blood of Chriſt , may it not 
pertinently . be demanded, .;Wherefore may not Laicks in this Age 


* have as ſteddy hands as the Ages foregoing that Council ? Or if Prieſts 


are the beſt Supporters of a Chalice, Why may they not hold the Cup 
to Peoples Heads, as well as put the Bread into their Mouths ? (Not to 
| _ 


(4) 
ſpeak of that Infallible Preſcience Chriſt behoved to have of that ima- 
ginary Inconvenience, if we believe him to be God as well as Man.) 

3. Since it is alſo one of the Reaſons aſſigned by Gerſon, wherefore 
the Council of Conftance prohibited the Cup to the People, leſt the 
Confecrated Wine long kept ſhould be converted into Vineger : How 
can that Fear conhſt with 'Tranſabſtantiation, for it is not Blood bnt. 
Wine which turns into Vineger ? 

4. With what Effrontory can any Romaniſt pretend;that the words 
of St. John, chap. 6. are to be underſtood of the Euchariſt, fince the 
Mauritation of that Sacrament is thereby expreſty condemned ; for a 
Man cannot be faid to drink when he eats ? . 

5- Since the Euchariſt is an Emblem of the Effuſion of Chriſt's Blood; 
How can they be faid to drink of that Cup which is the New Teſta- 
ment of ChrifPs Blood ſhed for us, who do not drink at all? Sup- 
poſe there was Truth in Tranſubſtantiation, and in that of Concomi- 
tancy firſt diviſed by Th. Aquinas. 

6. Since the natural Abſtemiouſneſs of ſome Men is likewiſe affigned 
as a Reaſon of that Sacrilegious Mutilation, may it not pertinently 
be demanded, Why is not the Bread taken away alſo , becauſe ſome 
Perſons have been Gaad, who could never taſt of any kind of Bread ? 

7. It it may be farther enquired, if it were a civit Apology at an 
ordinary Fealt (when there are very many invited) that the Hoſt ſhould 
ſay, He had provided neither Bread nor Wine, in regard one of the 
Gueſts cannot taſte of the former, and another cannot drink of the 
later ? 

8. Since it% impoſſible to produce one Inſtance (from any Authen- 
tick Record) for a Thovfand Years after Chriſt and more, of the Ce- 
ltebration of the Euchariſt in the Face of any particular Church, with- 
out giving the Conſecrated Cnp to all the Communicants, doth it not 
evidently follow, that the Catholick Church behoved to have been in 
an Error ſo long, or that the preſent Roman Church hath degenerated 
from the Doctrine and Praftice of the Catholick Church for ſo many 


Ages ? 


SECT. II. 
Their with-holding the Scriptures from the Laicks: 


Queſt. 1.Qlnce there is no Chriſtian Church (unleſs it be a Society of 
Blaſphemers under the Notion of a Church) that ___— 


SF IF 


(5) 

to more Infallibility than Chriſt and his Apoſtles, Upon what account 
ſhould the Roman Church require more implicit Faith from its Mem- 
bers, than Chriſt and his Apoſtles did from their Hearers ? For not- 
withſtanding theſe were unqueſtionably endued with an infallible Spirit, 
and the Gift of Miracles, yet they ſtill remitted their Hearers to the 
ſearch of the Old Teſtament, that they might find by their own Rea- 
ſon and Induſtry, the Doctrine of the Goſpet, conſonant to the Pro- 
pherick Oracles and Myſterious Types of our Saviour's Incarnation and 
Paſſion, and were commended for doing ſo. 

2.' If the Scriptures are ſo unintelligible, that an honeſt man cannor 
find out the meaning of them, without the Infallible Interpretation of 
the Church, even in thoſe things which are indiſpenſably neceſſary to 
our Salvation, (for we are ſtill ready to ſay with one of oe Ancient Fo- 
thers, That as they have Flats wherein a Lamb may wade, fo they 
have Depths wherein an Elephant may ſwim) I would delire to know, 
whether Chriſt and his Apoſtles preached intelligibly to their Hearers ? 
If not, to what purpoſe did they preach at all? By what means were 
Men converted to the Faith ? If they did, How came theſe Sermons 
to be ſo unintelligible now they are written, which were ſo intelligible 
when they were ſpoken ? For the Goſpels contain a plain Hiſtory of 
what Chriſt did ahd ſaid ; and the Apoſtles wrote the ſame things to 
the Churches when they were abſent, which they preached to them 
when they were preſent ; and we reaſonably ſuppoſe, that they de- 
ſigned that the Churches ſhould as much underſtand what they wrote, 
as what they preached; and therefore that they generally uſed the 
ſame Formof Words in their Writings, and in their Preachings ; and 
this makes it a Riddle, How one ſhould be very plain and eaſe 
- be under and the other ſignifi nothing without an Infallible 

nt . 
3. Where the Tarkiſh Acoran is permitted in Engliſh, viz. at Rome, 
(Vid. Indic. Libr. prohibit. Alexandr.7.) and the Bible in Engliſh ordain- 
ed to be burnt, (vid. ibid. ) Whether do they fancy the Goſpel or Al- 
coran better ? | 

4. Why may not an implicit Faith in the Scripture fave a Soul, a+ 
well as in the Church ; and why may not the one free from Herelie, as 


well as the other ? 
. Since our Saviour recommended the reading of the Scriptures to 


Laicks, and the Apoſtle St. Pau! commended them for doing fo, and 
that the Primitive Fathers preſſed it as a Duty on all Ranks of Perſons ; 
Muſt not the Reaſons of the Roman Church (in prohibiting the Laicks 
toread the Word of God,or to-have the Bible tranſlated into their Mo- 
ther Tongue) be exceedingly weighty, if they- can preponderate all 
theſe Authorities ? B 6, Since 


(6) 
6. Since it is well known from Eccleſiaſtical and Secular Hiſtory, 
that the greateſt Hereſies and Schiſms in the Chriſtian Church, and 
which gave it the greateſt and mot laſting Trouble, had their Riſe 
from Men in Holy Orders. (who were accounted great Clerks in their 
time) ſach as Marcion, Pauls Samoſarenus, Arinms, Eunomine, | Apollina- 
ris, Macedonins, Photinus, Neſftorins, Emches, Pelagins, ' and (many 
others ; Novatins alſo 'and Donatius, who rent the Catholick/Church 
by long laſting Schiſms, were Men in Holy Orders ; not to ſpeak of 
Lucifer and Melerias : Is it therefore a ſolid Reaſon to with-hold the 
Scripture from the ignorant Laicks for fear of their broaching Here- 
fics or Schiſms, ſeeing the ſad Experience of the World doth rather 
teach, that the learned Clergy ſhould be reſtrained therefrom ? 


—_— 


S E C T. IV. | 
The Adoration of Images. 


| Qs. 1. Oth not the Roman Church in piCturing of God not on- 


ly at direQly contrary to Sacred Scripture (where it is 
ſo frequently forbidden) but alſo tothe very Nature of God, who is 
an infinite Spirit, and can no more bc repreſented by a bodily Shape, 


than a Thought can ? And how can their PraQtice be re reconciled to 


that Canon of their Second Council of Nice, which determined it not 
only unlawful, but alſo abſurd and impoſlible to make an Image of 
that Peing which is ſpiritual, inviſible, and incomprehenſible ? 

2. If any Man caa reconcile the Worſhip of Images to the Second 
Commandment, may it not alſo be imagined that he can make Adul- 
tery, Perjury, Murther, Theft, and Falſe-witneſſing to become Vertues? 

3. How can any Man that hath the uſe of Reaſon imaging, that the 
Antiefits were clear for the Worſhip of Images, ſince it is moſt appa- 
rent from the Writings of the moſt Primitive Fathers, that they all 
condemned the making of any kind of Image (as unlawful) much more 
the placing of them in Churches, and moſt of all the adoring of them ? 

4. Since in the Jeruſalem Talmud there is no mention of the Idola- 
try of Chriſtians (tho frequently of that of the Heathen) becauſe 
it was written about Two Hundred Years after Chriſt : But in the Ba- 
byloriſh Talmud, which was compiled about Five Hundred Years 
after ChriſPs Nativity, there is ſcarce a Page therein, -- wherein 
they do not inveigh againſt the Idolatry of Chriſtians, and terms their 
Churches Beth-havora-zada, the Houſes of Idolatry : May we not 
(in conſideration of the infinite Malice of the Jews againſt the Chri- 

| | {tian 
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ſtian Religion) moſt rationally conclude (tho it be from a Negative 
Argument ): that the placing of Images in Churches began not any 
| whereduring the Two Firſt Centuries, and (if we believe both Secu- 
lar and Ecclefialtical Hiſtory) not till about the End of the Fifth Cen- 
tury (tho they were worſhiped no where by publick Authority till 
after the Days of Gregory the Great) not to ſpeak of that Canon of 
the Councit of Eltiberss, and that Epiſtle of Epiphanius (tranſlated by 
St. Hierom) which poſitively holds forth, that in the Fourth Century 
it was judged ſimply unlawful to have any Image in a Church,;whether 
painted or graven. _. | 

5- May not Garlick and Onyons (the Feyptian Deities) be juſtly 
accounted Gods right worſhipful, when compared with the Nails, the 
Thorns, the Chips, and Shreds, and many other Objects of the Ro- 
man Adoration ? 

6. Since the Governing Part of the Roman Church teacheth and en- 
joyneth the People to worſhip Images with an inferiour kind of Ado- 
ration (as the Council of Trent phraſeth it) is it not (in ſome ſenſe) 
charitably done by chem, not to let them know the Second Command- 
ment (by expunging it out of their Chatechiſms) that the People 
may not become guilty of inning againſt ſo plain a Law ? 

7. Since the Romuſh School-men have deviſed many Diſtinions of 
Religious Worſhip, (no where to be found in Sacred Scripture) to ob- 
viate the Imputation of Idolatry to the Adorers of Images, Saints and 
Angels,Cc. (ſuch as Larria, Dulia, Hyperdulia ;, a Relative and Termina- 
tive Worſhip;a Mediate and Immediate;a Direct and IndireCt;a Supreme 
and Subordinate a Sovereign and Subaltern ; a Tranſifive and Final; a 
Proper and Analogical,c.) May it not juſtly be demanded, if eny ſo- 
ber Perſon can rationally imagine, that ignorant Laicks are ſuffictent- 
ly warned by theſe Beacons to {hun the Rocks of 1dolatry, when their 
greateſt Clerks controvert among themſelves about the proper import 
of thoſe Terms, and the due Application of them, as is moſt evi- 
dent from the contrary Sentiments of Aquinas and Bellarmine, Vaſquez. 
and Perron concerning them ? 

8.Since Miracles are eſpecially neceſſary to convince Unbelievers,and 
that many Miracles were Recorded before the Reformation, but few or 
none afterit ; Is it not an Argument ſufficient to make a wary Man be- 
lieve that there were few real Miracles at any time, ſince the ſettlement 
of Chriſtianity ? And that only the Superſtitions Credulity of former 
Ages was apt to be abuſed with ſuch Pretences ? (well-mcaning Igno- 
rance being eaſily wheedled thereby into a Golden Dream of great 
Advantages redounding from the Adoration of Images, &c.) in regard 
that there is far more necd of them ſince the Reformation (when {o 

| B 2 many 


| (9) 
Many dif-believe the Roman Religion) than was before, when all the 
Nations of the Weſt appeared to be at the Devotion thereof. 
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SECT..V. 
The Invocation of Saints and Angels. 


ut. Wa T'Hen Romaniſts pray to Saints departed to pray for them 
by it may be pertinently inquired;that theſe Sins doeither 


hear their Prayers, and become acquainted with thetr Deſires, or they 
do not ? If they do hear all thoſe Prayers that are = uÞ to them ar 
the ſame time by innumerable perſons through all the World, what's 
this but to aſcribe to them that Omnipreſence and Omnifcience which 
is peculiar to God alone ; eſpecially if it be conſidered, that their De- 
votions are not only Verbal, but alſo Mental, ( Foce vel mente fuppli- 
care, being decreed by the Council of Trent ) yea, it is neceſlarity 
implyed in every Prayer that is made to them, that they not only hear 
it, but alſo know the diſpoſition of the heart, from whence it proceeds; 
otherwiſe the Hypocritical Supplicant muſt be ; rg as.likely to ob- 
rain their favours as the ſincereſt Votary : if they do' not hear their 
Prayers, then its very abſurd and ridiculous, ( and a great. abuſe of 
that reaſon God hath given Men for other ends than to trifle with ) 
to pray to them: As for that imaginary Glaſs of the Trinity, it may 
be further demanded, if the glorified ſee all things therein, or but 
ſome? if all, then they muſt ſhare in God's incommunicable Property, 
which Þ& to be the ſearcher of the Heart ; if but ſome, what aſſurance 
have we that they ſee thoſe things whereof we ſtand moſt in need? ſo 
that we cannot pray in Faith. 

2. Since the learned Men of the Roman Church (fuch as Beflarmin, 
Valentia, Horſtius, and many others ) conclude theft Books with Praiſe 
to God, the bleſſed Virgin, and- Jeſns Chriſt ; may it not be pertt- 
nently demanded, if they give her not only an equal part with God 
m their Praiſes, but by placing her before Chriſt, ſeem to give ſome- 
what of preheminence above him ? 

3- Since its acknowledged by the moſt pa of the Popiſh School- 
men, that the Invocation of Saints and Angels was not enjoyned in the 
Old Teſtament, becauſe of the Limbo wherein thefe Fathers were be- 
fore Chriſt's Reſurreftion ; ſo that not being admitted to the Beatifical 
Viſion, they could not hear thoſe Prayers upon Earth : It may be per- 
tinently demanded, 1. What ſhould have reſtrained the Worfhip of 


the Angels at that time, who ſince their Creation enjoyed agg cn 
Viſion 3 
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SE TREE. ox _ 
Von; they being repreſerited in the Old” Teſtament as the conſtanf 
Attendants and Retinue of God, and the great Miniſters of his Provi- 
dence, and therefore they were as capable of Divine Worſhip in the 
timme-of the Law as they are now, and it may be, a little more; for the 
Law it ſelf was _ the Miniſtry. of Angels, and their Appearances 
were more frequent and famitiar ; and the World ſeemed. to, be mare 
under the government of Angels then; than it is_now, . fince- Chriſk is 
made the Head of the Church, and exalted aboye all Princpalities and 
Powers? 2. What Evaſion can they find, who are of Opigon, that the 
glorified Saintsat all times did know the Petitiqns put, up.to them from 
Farth; notiby the Beatificat Viſion, but by ſpecial Divine Revelation 2 


' 3. Since the generality of the Fathers of, the three firſt Centurigs were 


of Opinion, that'the glorified Saints ſhall not, enjoy the Beatifical Vi> 
fon till the day of Judgment, it may be pertinently enquired, if theſc 
Fathers pra@ifed& or believed the neceſſity, or expediency, of Saint-In- 
yocation ; no fewer thari Eighteen of the Fathers,being of this Opinion, 
by the Romnanifts'own confeſſion ?., Vo 

4 What is more mm the* Apoſtrophe of Greg, Nazgant. to his. Siſter 
Gorgonia, or 'S. Ferom to' his devout Paula, and $, Auguſtin to his 
Mother- Monica ; than in theſe Apoſtrophes frequently found in Sacred 
Writings to inſenſate Creatures; Hear O xe Mountain the; Lord's Co 
troverfie : ' Praife the Lord ye Dragons, .and all Degps,, Nc, And. who. will 
infer” from hence, that the inſenfate Creatures were hereby. inyok'd 
and 'addreſſe> unto ;. yet we moſt carefully, diſtinguiſh betwixt the 
Speeches of ſome particular Fathers, and the general Doctrine of the 
Church, betwixt what they expreſs in Rhetorical Strains to move Af- 
fetion, and what they lay down in plain terms. to inform the Judg- 
ment : - betwixt what refvlts from the heat of their popular Orations, 
and what in cool and'deliberate Debates they ſet down for the Truth 
of Chriſt ; for its generally confeſt, that the Fathers oft-times hyper- 
boltze, particularly St. Chryſoftom ; and we mult not take their flights 
of Fancy for the Doctrine of the Church.. _ | 

$- If theſe words Marth.4.10. taken ont of Dew. 6.13, Him only 
ſhalt thox ferve; ate to be nnderſtood only of the high degree of 
Religious Worſhip as a part of the whole,and diſtinguſt'd from a lower 
kind ; this fuperiour degree being Latria, and: the inferiour degrees 
Hyperdatia, and Dutia ( as the Romaniſts term them) it may be de- 
manded, how conld that have been a ſufficient Anſwer to the Devils de- 
mand ? for he might thns have replyed to the Son of Gad, I acknow- 
ledge the Soveraign and Almighty Power of God as well as you ( the 
fame acknowledgment Kong normge by himſelf, St. Luke chap. 4. 6.) 
therefore I defire not thou ſhoutdſt Worſhip me as God with _ 
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C105) 
but only with Dua, a.lower kind thy Heart, the moſt; elevated con- 
ceptions of thy mind may be reſerved to God, its only the outward act 
1 challenge of thee, that thou wouldlt only fall down and Worſhip me, 
or by falling down, Worſhip me ; which our Saviour {mply refuſed 
notwithſtanding. | 

6. Since the chief argument whereby the Primitive Fathers uſed to 
prove the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt, and of the Son, againſt the 
Macedonians and Arians ;. was the Catholick praftice of the Church 
in praying to them : what force could have been in that argument, 
had they believed that any Creatures (tho never ſo highly exalted in 
; CO and Condition )-might” haye had that Honour payed unto 

7. Sitice the Catholicks did frequently accuſe the Arians of Ido- 
latry, for praying unto Chriſt ( whom they..concetyed to be no more 
than an excellent and good-hike Creature). had the Catholicks at the 
fame time praCtiſed the Invocation of Saints, . might, not. the  Ariars 
have returned the Charge with greater-force. upon, themſelves; for if 
the Catholicks had replyed.as the R, omaniſts do now, that though they 
did pray to the bleſſed Spirits, yr hey did it not-with that Sove- 
reign, Direct, and final Prayer, nor with thoſe ſublimeſt thoughts and 
Intentions of Honour wherewith they did addreſs to God, but only with 
merge ſubaltern, and relative Prayer, and with no higher. Intenti- 
ons of Honobr to them, than what is, proportioned to the excellen- 
cies of their finite”. Nature + Since the Arians might have returned 
upon them with great advantage, by ſaying, Sirs, With the ſame duc 
Limitations we Invocate the Man Feſus Chriſt, who ( as the Scripture aſ- 
ſures us) # exalted above all Angels, Principalities and Powers, and every 
Name which is namtd in Heaven and Earth , ſo that thowe may not Honour 
the Son in the ſame high degree as we do the Father, yet the Scripture enjoyns 
»s tv do it with that ſame kind of Honour : Which is more than can be 
ſaid in defence of that Honour and Invocation you offer to Saints and 
Angels. | 

8. Since the fancy of making the Court of Heaven reſemble Princes 
Courts on Earth, hath brought forth that voluntary Humility of Wor- 
ſhiping Saints and Angels, at leaſt this excuſe of the-Romeſh Suppli- 
 cants, that its out of an humble ſenſe of their own unworthineſs, and 
an awful regard to the infinite Majeſty of God, that they addreſs not 
immediately to himſelf, but by the Mediation of Saints and Angels 
theſe Conrtiers and Favourites of Heaven ; may it not be pertinently 
demanded, What wiſe Man on Earth, who is abundantly ſatisfied of 
the readineſs and -ability of his Prince to help him,- and hath free 
keave giyen him, on any occaſion, to come immediately unto him, and 

is 


Cu) 
is frequently invited for thateffe& )- will chooſe to wave this freedom 
of his-acceſs, and will apply bimſelf-ro ſome inferiour Officer or: Fa- 
vourite to make his Addreſs ? This is our caſe; God hath invited all 
that are in Trouble to,come immediamsly;ynre himfc}6o andj hath, fre- 
quently promiſed £0; graut ,all-their! requeſts, wha $9; with their. 
whole Hearts; and hath oppeinged his own Son-(God-awith.hunfelf ) 
the Maiter of Requelts, from time to time to regcive.all the Petitions 
of his Subjects; and both theone and the other are infairely more able, 
and. infinitely more willing $0 Hear and. $paconr, them, than the, beſt, 
the wiſeſt, and moſt powerful of - all:exeazed,Beings> And ſhall we now 
be afraid to take that Liberty which. Gad. hath given us.* Shall we call 
that Impudence, whach God hath made our Duty ? And whilſt we pre- 
tend Humility, ſhall we forfeic our Allegiance, and diſtruſt his Pro- 
miſes, and ſuſpect the goodgeſs.of his Nature, for fearof being found 
too ſaucy, and1too. bold-with his Perſon: ? | 

9. Since Demt. 1.3. we areexprelly forbidgen to hearken to any Pro- 
pher, tho a Worker of Miracles, who teacheth the Worſhip of any 
other Being beſide the one Supreme God ; may it not pertinently be 
demanded, if Chriſt and his Apoſtles had taught the Worthip of Saints 
and Angels, had it not. been.a juſt Reaſon for the Unbelicf of the 
Jews, notwithſtanding of all the Miracles wrought by them ? 

10.1f Ten thouſand Miraclesſhould convince a Chriſtian of the Law- 
fulneſs of Praying to Saints departed, whilſt he hath ſuch a plain ex- 
preſs Law againſt believing all Miracles upon any ſuch account : For 
if ever real Miracles were wrought at the Tombs of Martyrs, it was 
in Teſtimony of the Truth of Chriſtianity, for which they ſuffered, 
not to betray any toa Superſtitious or Idolatrous Worſhip of them : tho 
there is moſt forcible reaſon to douht of many of thoſe pretended Mi- 
racles, if ever they were in rerum natura, and to fear that many of 
them wore but Satanical Illuſions. 

11, Can there be a ſolid Reaſon aſſigned why Sacrifice as well as 
Prayer may not be an Act of inferiour, as well as ſuperiour Worſhip, 
ſince the Heathens offered Sacrifice to their Inferiour Demons as well as 
tothe Supreme ? 

12. Since the Roman Doctors grant that the difference betwixt 
Stpreme and Subordinate Worſhip doth not conſiſt in the outward. Act; 
and that all the outward Acts may belong to both kinds (Sacrifice on- 
ly excepted- by them, which the Spirit = God notwithſtanding makes 
mfcriour to Prayer) now it may be demanded.ſince. the Law did forbid 
the external acts of Worſhip without any regard to the Intention of the 
Worſhipper, doth it not appear from this, that this Idolatrous Worſhip 
was to be puniſhed with Death, Det. 13? and therefore it m_ be 

N | uch 


(12) 
fack external Idolatry as falls under the Recognizance of Hnmane Ju- 
dicatures, which Intention doth-not, unleſs a Man had confeſſed his In- 
tention. WLEETE LC oI6) 1120 { 1 

13. When can-it 'be ſhewn that thoſe Fathers (whoſe Authority is 


- 


urged by the'Chorch of Rome for the Invocation of Saints) do dogma- 
tically and poſitively affert the Lawfulneſs of Praying to Saints and 
Angels, ſince many Fathers of the ſame Age do poſitively deny the 
Lawfoulneſs .of 'it ; is it not a plain Argument, that :it was not the 
ndgment 'and Prattic: of 'the Cherch,' and a good reaſonable Pre- 
mption, that theſe Fathers(in'their Apoſtrophes/and Hg; nd 
never intended any fuch thing in what they aid, how Iyable ſdever 
their Words may be to be expounded in ſuch a ſenſe.? _ 

14. May it not eafily be imagin'd, wherefore the late Latin Edi- 
tions  (#n the Church'of Rome /) of the 35% Canon of the Council of 
Laodicea, inſtead of irs prohibiting the Faithful tocall on the Name 
of Angels, have put' in Argulos (corners) contrary to all the-Greek 
Copies, and Fathers that writ them, and-ſo have made nonſenſe of 
that excellent Canon ? but veritas non querit Angulos : And the miſchief 
of theſe Prevaricators is, that there 1s no reſemblance in the Greek 
(which is the Original Language of. the Canon ) betwixt- the words 


which ſignifie Angels and Angles. 
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SE CT. VL 
The Dottrin of Merit. 


£us. 1. JF the Dottrine of Merit of good Works (as it is taught in 
the Roman Church by an Analogy, or due proportion betwixt 

the Work and the Reward, as if -God were unjuſt if he gave it not; 
but not as it imports a Reward Yirtute promiſſi Divini, as the Fathers 
teach ) be not perfe& nonſenſe in Divinity ? Since our Saviour hath ex- 
preſly faid, When we have done all that we can do, we are but unprofitable 
Servants ;, we have done nothing but what was our Duty ; and the Apo- 
{tle hath told us, That the light Afiftions of this Life, are not worthy to 
be compared with that great meaſure of Glory which ſhall be revealed : be- 
ſides that other conſideration, that all we are, and have of any 
oodnefs, are graciouſly derived from that incxhauſtible Fountain ; 
Þ that neither Men nor Angels can properly Merit at the hands of 
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2. Since the Popes pretend, that they have thrown into the Trea- 
fire of the Church, the S»perplus of the Merns of ſome emagent Saints 3 


may 
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\Purſes ſo fluſh as thoſe of the Rich? 


( 13) 

may it not be pertinently doubted; if they believe the-Foundation of 
that Treaſure,»T mean the'merits of Holy Jeſus to be infinit, ſeging 
what is really infinit, can neither admit of Addition or Diminution, 


at leaſt needs no Addition ? i. i nin 
SEC TT. VIL 
Of Purgatory. 


Qu. "_ the Pope hath Power to take all Souls out of that imaginary 
Purgatory ; how comes it, that he is ſo unmerciful, as not 
to rid many thouſands of Poor Ones from thoſe Flames (which are 
intenſively no better than the torments of Hell) is it becauſe thoſe 
tormented Wretches have not Heirs and Executors behind them with 
2. Is it poſlible to find an account of Indulgences in the Primitive 
Times, in any other ſenſe, than that of relaxation of Penances inflicted 
upon ſcandalous Perſons by the Governors of the Church ? 

3- Since the moſt Primitive Fathers by a purging Fire for Sinners, 
do generally underſtand the Fire of Conflagration in the”laſt Day ; 
with what face can it be pretended that they believed the Romiſh Pur- 
gatory, where poor Creatures ſuffer the 'Torments of Hell for atime ? 

4- Since the Greek Church never believed the Roman Purgatory ; 
how can it be ſaid with any colour of Truth, that it is a Catholick 
Tradition of the Univerſal Church, ſeeing the extent. of the- Greek 
Church is nothing inferiour to that of the Roman ? The ſame Queſtion 
may be propoſed concerning thePope's Supremacy,the Mntilation of the 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt,Service in an unknown Tongue, theCelibacy 
of the Clergy, and many other particulars in Controverſie at this time. 

5- If we were to underſtand 1 Cor, 3. of Purgatory ; I would de- 
mand of thoſe Gloſſators, how they reconcile the Doftrinevf their Pro- 


 phets and Apoſtles, Confeſſours and Martyrs, the Bleſſed Virgin, with 


the Thief on the Croſs, ' that they went immediately to Heaven, or Pa- 
radice at leaſt ; ſince the Apoſtle tells us there, that every man's Work 
muſt be tryed by Fire, of what ſort it is; which note of Univerſality 
in the Eyes of a Puny Logician, comprehends.the whole Race of Adam. 
6. With what Confidence can the Roman Church hoaſt of Antiqui- 
ty in Behalf of Purgatory, or Indulgences, ſeeing it-is-not able 
to produce any one Prayer (publick or private ) nor one Indulgence, 
for the Delivery of any Soul out of Purgatory, in all the Primitive 

times, or out of their own ancient m—_— or Records ? 
Sets 
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SECT. VIE . 
Their Seven Sacraments. Db af cho: 


ls yo before Peter Lomoard's time the number of Sacraments 
was indefinit in the Chnrch of Rome it ſelf,if ſo be they have 
gathered the number of Seven from the Fathers Writings (as they 
pretend, for I am ſure in Scripture they find them not ) it .may be 
pertinently demanded , wherefore not ſeventy ſeven ? ſeeing the 
Fathers call many other things Sacraments; yea, if that general Rule 
aſſigned by St. Auguſtin be obſerved in the Computation, viz. that all 
Signs, when they belong to Divine things, are called Sacraments, they 
would be found no-ways ſhort of the greateſt number. 


SECT. IX 
The Prieſts Intention in Baptiſm. 


| Queſt. Wi in reaſon be anſwered to that objection af the 


Bithop of Adiori'in the Councit of Zrext, who ſaid that 


if they ſhould ratifie (as afterwards they molt unhappily did) the 
. Decree of the Florintin Coxncil, concerning the neceſlity of a right In- 


tention of 'the Prieſt in the Adminiitration of Sacraments (eſpecially 
of Baptiſm) it would evidently follow, that it were in the Power of 
one ſingle Prieſt, who came to be old in Wickedneſfs, to damn his 
whole Pariſh ? Yea, ſuppoſe that Helliſh Paroxiſm did but once 'over- 
take him, that Child nor rightly Baptized by him, might afterwards 
become a Biſhop; ſo that not only his own Ordination, but alſo all the 
Orders conferred by him,would become invalid, which might occaſion 
4 world of Miſchief. | 
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SECTE X 
The Limbo of Unbaptized Infants. 
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_ Queſt. _ many Infants are ſtill-born, and ſome dye in their Mo- 


thers Womb, all which, becauſe unbaptized, muſt go to 
that Limbo of Infants, according to the Doctrine of the Roman 


Church, where they are for ever to be deprived of the ea" 
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cal Viſion, which is the greateſt/of the Plagnes bf the: Damned-(Pnd 
Damn being in the Opinion of the School-men and Fathers; 'macy 
ter than Pena Senſns ) how can that rigid! Opinjon' be - recanciled 
to the infinit Goodneſs and Wiſdom of God, to appoint a: means in- 
diſpenſably neceſſary toSalvation, which in ſome'crenmaſtances cannot 
bly be adminiſtred 5 ahd' may not thoſe cradlOpiniators be juſtly 
termed Step-fathers of Infants, as St. Auguftin was named Durus Patey 
Infantum! | 


— __ 


SECT. XL 
Of Tranſubſt antiation.” 


Os. 1,Clnce the moſt eminent of the Roman'School-men, ſuch as 
' - 4D Scores, Dorandiu,' Alpbonſus 4 Caſtro, Starez,, Vaſquer., Alli- 
neo,” Biel,” Canns, Octam, Cajetan, and Bellarmne him Rf, <onfefs that 
the Dodrine of Tranſubſtantion- cannot be evidently proved from 
Scripture; and that there is no abſolute neceſſity of underſtanding our 
Saviour's Words: in that Senſe ; may it not be pertinently demanded, 
is there* not a ;great deal of reaſon to utiderſtand them otherwiſe, 
ſedinz that ſtrattge Senſe is ſo:direAly reptgnant-to the Senfes |of all 

that are'endued with an animal Life? - To TY 
2. Since there be ſo many: patallel places int Scripttire,whichevery-mar 
enderſtands.in a figurative,and not 1n a ſtriatly lircrat and abſurd Senſe; 
as where the Lamb is called the Paſſover ; Circamcifioni God*sCovenant ; 
the Charch!ChrifPs Body; the Rock which followed the 1/7 aclires,called 
Chriſt; Chrifbcalls-himſelf the Door,the true Vine © (which theChareh 
of Rome would mig ktily have triumphed'in,” if he had-CHid, this is thy 
true Body) wherefore may we not alſo wnderſtand thefe Words, 'Fh:# 
is my __ in a Metaphorical Senſe, eſpecially confidering; that -it is 
impoſſible to make Senſe of the whole Words of the Irfftitution, with- 

out more Figures 'than one 2 * | Wea ans 
3. -Can it rationally be preſumed, that any ſenſible Man, who hid 
never heard of Tranſabſtantiation' being grounded: on ' rheſe Words, 
This is my Body, wonld-upon reading the Inftitution of the Euchariſt, 
ever have imagined any fach thing to be meant by our Saviour in theſe 
words ; but rather, thaf this' Bread ſignifies my Body, ;and this Cop 
my Blood, and this which ye ſee me now do, do ye hereafter fora Me- 
morial of .me? Far: leſs would ithaveentred into any Mans Mind (not 
blinded with-groſs Error or Prejudice,) tb have thought that our Savi- 
our did literally hold himfelf in his Hand, and did eat himfelf,and "_ 
C 2 e 
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Cx) 
hegave away himfelf from himſelf with his'own. Hands eſpecially if 
x be- further conſidered, 'that our' Saviour having pronounced theſe 
words, (This is. my Body which is broken, and my Blood which 1 ſhed) 
before his Paſſion, - this could not be true in a literal Senſe; for his Bo- 
dy was then unbroken, and his Blood unſhed; -unleſs- they will'fay that 
Propitiation was made before Chriſt ſuftered:: Nor: could the. Apoſtles 
underſtand theſe-wards literally,: fince they both ſaw and taſted waat 
he gave them to be Bread and Wine ; and that it was not his Body 
which was given, but his Body which gave that which was given : 
Whence any rational Man may infer, that- St. Aug»ſtin's Phraſe (in 
his Enarrations on the Pſalms) Chriſt us partavit ſe manibus ſuis, is to be 
underſtood figuratively, according to his own Rule for interpreting 
Scripture, given Lb. 3, de Deer. Chriſt. cap. "16. 
4. May not the Church of Rome as well conclude from 1 Cor. 10. 
17. that all Chriſtians are ſubſtantially changed into one Bread, and 
then into the natural Body of, Chriſt, by the participation. of the Sa- 
crament, becauſe they are ſaid to bz one Bread, and one Body, as to 
infer Tranſubſtantiation from the Verſe immediately faregoing,or from 
any other place of Scripture ? - 
5. Suppoſe Juſtin Martyr, (who lived; Av. 150.) Ireneus, (who lived, 
An. 1.80.) Tertultian, (who lived, An.206.) Origen, (who lived, An-230.) 
St, Cyprian, who lived An.250.,) Theodoret, (who lived: An.” 4.5 0.) P. Gela- 
fins, (who alſo lived in theFifth Century,) and Facavdy;'the African Bi- 
top, (who lived in the Sixth) had not written any thing againſt Tran- 
ſubſtantiation (as it is amply impoſſible to make ſenſe of their Writings, 
if they believed that Doctrine ) and not to ſpeak'of many other I<ltimo- 
nies of St. Auguftin againſt Tranſubſtantiatjon ; 1 would demand if any 
Man in his right Wits that had believed Tranſybſtantiation, covid have 
uttered ſuch a Teſtimony againſt it;. as we find 6b: 3. de Dor. Chriſt. 
cap. 16.(already cited) [where laying down ſeveral Rules for the Tight 
underſtanding of Scripture, he gives this for one ; If ( ſays hE) the 
Speech be a Precept forbidding ſome heinous Crime, or commanding 10 
do good, it is not figurative ,, but if it ſeem to command any heinous Wick: 
edneſs,or to forbid that which ts profitable to others, 1t3 figurative ; for Exa""Ple, 
Except yecat. the, Fleſh of the Son of Man, and drink his Blood, Y®© 
have no Lifein you ; this ſeems ro command an heinous Wi ickedneſs,therefore 
its @ Figure, commanding us to Communicate of the Paſſion of our Lord,and 
with delight and aduantage to lay up in our Memory that his Fleſh wat - cruct- 
fy'd and wounded for us. | | | 
6. Since Bellarmin (in lib. deſcript. Eccleſ, an, 118.) tells us, that Paſ- 
chaſins Rabertus Abbot of Corbey, was the firſt who did write ſeriouſly 
concerning the Truth of Chriſt Body and Blood in the Euchariſt ; it. 
| - may 
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(17) 
may be demanded very pertinently, if any of the Fathers before him 
wrote in jeſt concerning ſuch a ſublime Myſtery ? 

7. Since ſome of the Fathers have as high Elegies of the Sacrament 
of Baptiſm, as of the Euchariſt; notwithſtanding the Popiſh School- 
men £:ant there 1s no ſubſtantial Change made in that conſecrated 
Water, and yet that the Divine Bleſſing accompanying the Inititution, 
it may be cfteCtual to the waſhing away of Sin,and Spiritual Regenerati- 
on ; v(hat reaſon can be given why the Elements of Bread and Wine in 
the Lord's Supper may not by the ſame Divine Bleſſing accompanying 
this Inſtitution, make all the worthy Receivers Partakers of all the Spt- 
ritual Comfort deſigned to us thereby, without any ſubſtantial Change 
made in thoſe Elements, ſince our Saviour hath told us, that verily the 
Fleſh profiteth nothing ? | 

8. If the Canibals be abhorred as Inhuman for cating the Fleſh of 
their Enemies, muſt it not be great Inhumanity to.cat the Fleſh of a 
Friend, and the beſt in the World ? If none can read without horrour, 
the Storics of Tereus, Thyeſtes, and Harpagus, their cating of their 
own Children, (tnoogh ignorantly ) how much more horrible muſt it 
b2 to feed upon the very Body of the Son of God (that was Born of 
the Virgin) knowingly ? ( Deum ſuum primo. conficiunt, deinde devorant ; 
ſaid Averrhoes, jtiſtly deriding that prodigious Doctrine, which a little 
before. his'time b2gan to be publickly taught in the Roman Church ) 
and with what Face could the Primitive Apologiſts upbraid'the Hea- 
then with one of their Gods, who did eat his own Children, if the 
Chriſtians had believed at that time, that they did Eat their own God ? 
and that no ſuch thing being then objected by the Pagans to the Chri- 
ſtians, is to a Wiſe Man inſtead of a Thouſand Demonſtrations, that 


no ſuch Doctrine was then believed : for the Impiety and Barbarouſ- 


neſs of the thing, as it is believed and praftiſed in the Roman Church, 
isnot in truth extenuated, but only the appearance of it, by being 
done under the Species of Bread'and, Wine ; for the thing they ac- 
knowledge is really, done, and they believe, they verily Eat and 
Drink the Natural Fleſh and Blood of Chriſt : And ſuppoſe a man 
ſhould eat his Son in a Paſty ( where the Figure of the Body is fo al- 
tered, that it cannot be ealily known to be human Fleſh; or ſo minced 
and aromati.ed, that the Taſte, can no more diſcern what it is, than 
AMinodoe could tell of what Ingredients the fifty Diſh& at the Aogul”s 
Table were compounded, though his Curiolity led him to taſte of 
them all ) yet if the Father know it, it can no ways excuſe him from 
unnatural Barbarity. | 

9. How can any Romaniſt aſcertain himſelf free of Idolatry, with- 


out Divine Revelation ? For if Tranſubſtantiation be not - true, by 
their. + 
- 


, 
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theit own Confeſſion, they are certainly guilty of the moſt damnas 
ble Idolatry. in the World, in Worthiping a Piece of Bread as God 
and ſuppoſe Tuch a change conld be, rhey can never be certain that it 
15, ſince according to the Councils of Florence and Trent, the Validity 
of the Conſecration depends on the Intention of the Prieſt, which 
cannot be known aſſuredly without Divine Revelation : neither is it 
ſufficient to excuſe them from Idolatry, that they intended to Wor- 
ſhip God, and not a Creature; for ſo All the Idolatry that ever was 
in the World may be excuſed, which was nothing elſe but a miſtake 
of the Deity ; and upon that miſtake, 'a Wotſhiping+of - ſomething, 
that was not God, as God. is Sg | | 

10. Suppoſe a Miracle were produced to prove the Truth of Tratt- 
ſubſtantiation, -may it not be demanded, to what purpoſe is that pro- 
duction, ſeeing we cannot believe the Miracle, unleſs it be obvious to 
Tome of our 'Senſes ? and then the Argument for Tranſubſtantiation, 
and the Objection apgaiiſt it, would juſt. ballance one. another ; {o 
that in this caſe, a Miracke would lignifie nothing, becauſe that wooild 
be to prove to a man by ſomething thathe ſees, that he does not ſee, 
what he ſces. ES 

11. If the Senſes of all mankind may be deluded, what Evidence 
have we for the Paſſion and ReſurreCtion of Chriſt? (Suppoſe we had 
feen them with our Eyes, and not only heard of them with our Ears) 
for if in the matter of Bread and Wine, all our Senſes (ſave one ) 
are deceived, why might not one have been deluded in reference to 
the Humiliation and Exaltation of Chriſt; ſo that we might have 
as eaſily miſtaken an Image for a living man upon the Croſs, as to 
imagine a piece of Bread to be the true Body of a man, and that 
a living Humar' Body is to be found.in every Atome thereof ? 

12. Whereas its ſaid in the Inſtitution, that Chrifts Body is broken 
for us. and yet the Doctrine of the Roman Church is, that it is bro- 
ken into Wholes, and not into Parts; doth not this clearly imply a 
ContradiCction, that Chriſt's Body is broken -and not broken, at the 
ſelf ſame time, or that it is whole and not whole. 

13. Doth it not 1nvolve horrible Impicties, to imagine that the 

lorified Body of our Saviour, ſhould be contracted to the Crum of a 
Wafer? That hg ſhould be perfetly- deprived of Senfe and Reaſon ? 

That he ſhould not be able to defend himſelf againſt the Aſſaults of 
the moſt contemptible Vermine ? That if the Stomach of the Commu- 
nicant chance to he overcharged with Wine, that he ſhould be Vomited 
up again; or if he have a-Liemerija, that he ſhould go wholly to the 
Dranght ? | | 
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14 Since the Apaſtle, r Cor. 10. tells usexpreſly, That the Fathers 
did eat the fame Spiritual Meat, and Driwk the fame Spiritual Drink 
which we do z. may it not be pertinently demanded, if the Manna, and 
Rock which followed them, were; Tranſubſtantiated into the Pody and 
Blood of Chriſt ?* Ox may not Beheyers under the: Goſpel, 1 upon 
Ghrift in a Spiritual and Myſtical Senfe (as the Fathers did under the 
Law) without any Tranſubſtantiation of the Elements 2 

15. Since our Saviour, John 6. ſaith, That he who Eats his Fleſh, and 
Drinks bus Blood, hath Eternal Life; how can this be applyed to I ran- 
fubſtantiation, le any be {0 abſurd as-t0 imagin, 'T hat all who 
partake of thoſe Conſecrated Elements ſhall be faved ?- - - 

16. Since the Carteſian Philoſophers have (by irrefragable Reaſons) 
demonſtrated, that the Nature of all real Bodies muſt needs conlift in 
extenſion, or as they phraſe it ) the having partes extra partes; (it - 
being ſimply impoſſible to conceive an indiviſible Atome, ( or leaſt par- 
ticle of matter) which is laid on a plain, te touch it in all parfs, but 
that the Superiour Portion thereof, muſt be without the contatt of that 
plain (where there is no penetration) if therefore. Chriſt's Body be 
reduced to an indivifible point by Tranfubftantiation, it may be per 
tinently demanded, if this Opinion doth not reduce the Bedy of Chriſt 
to the Nature of a Spirit ; and confequently, is a wark Herche than 
the Phantaſtical Body of the Aﬀfaxciontes ? 

x7. Since divers of the ancient Fathers intzonand the Doctrine of 
the Evchariſt in, order to the Confutation of the Eutychian Herefie, 
had it not been perfeCft non-ſenſe in them to have avowed from ſuch a 
Topick (if they had believed Tranſubſtantiation) which did apparent- 
ly afford a-great Inſtance ta the Emtychigng againſt them? 


SECT. XIl. 
Of the Propitiatory Saeriffce of the Maſs. 


On: 1 ph. hy ek in a true Sacrifice, the Thing ſacrificed muſt be FY 
ſtroyed; and if it have Life-it muſt be killed: it may be 
demanded, if Chrif be truly and properly Sacrificed (as the Remaniſts 
wilt have it) is he not truly and praperly put to Death as oft as the 
Prieft ſays Maſs ? which is directiytontrary to: Heb. 10. & 11. Cap. . 

2. Whereas the Apoſtle argues the perfeftion of ChriſPs Sacrifice 
above thoſe of the Law, becauſe thoſe were offered year by year, but 
the Sacrifice of Chriſf's Body was offered once for all; if Chriſt be daily 
Sacrificed in the Maſs, mult not the Sacrifice of Chriſt be _— _ 

VC. 


Re ———— 


vw 


| (20) | 

defeftive than thoſe of the Law; ſince one Sacrifice of Expiation for - 
the whole Congregation of 1ſrael, was thought ſufficient for the whole 
year ? whereas the Sacrifice of Chriſt's Body is repeated every day 
yea, for one ſingle perſon, . he may be Sacrificed a Thoufand times 
over, if we may believe the Doctrine of that Church. 

3. How could that be a Propitiatory Sacrifice at the firſt Inſtitution, 
which was previous to Chriſts Death ? unleſs they will fay, that Pro- 
pitiation was made before Chriſt ſuffered : though with divers of the 
ancient Fathers, we are ſtill ready to acknowledge the Euchariſt to be 
a Commemorative Sacrifice; and its poſſible, that the Error of the 
Romaniſts had its riſe therefrom. 


SECT. XII. 
Of private Maſſes. 


Queſt. F it poſſible to reconcile the Solitary Maſs (wherein the 

Prieſt Comumnicates alone after he hath Conſecrated ) to 
the Inſtitution of Chriſt, the praftice of the Primitive Church, or with 
the very nature and intendment of that Sacrament ; 'or with the Rs- 
man Office as it now ſtands ; or if there can be any inſtance given of 
Solitary Maſſes before Gregory the Great dyed, which was 600 years 
after Chriſt ? 


She > 


SECT. XIV. 


Of the Sacrament of Penance. 


Qs. 1. Hen Ne#arixs, with his Church of Conſtantinople, diſcharg- 

ed for ever the Office: of Penitentiaries, becauſe of a 
ſcandalous Deacon ; can it rationally be preſamed, that this Office 
was ever reputed by them a' Sacrament, but rather at the beſt, an Ex- 
pedient to prepare men for it ? for we are bound in Charity to think, 
that neither the Biſhop, nor that Church, would have ever conſented 
to the Abolition of a Sacrament, for the ſake of ſuch a Scandal as hap- 
pened in the miſ-management of ft ; or if they had done ſo, much 
leſs can it be imagined that the greateſt part of. the Chriſtian Church 
would have concurred with them in it. Moreover, ſince the ancient 
Church had no Form of Abſolution, but only the admitting Penitents 
to the Communion, where then ſhall the Form of that pretended Sa- 
Crament be found among the Ancients ? 2. If 
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2. If the Abſolution of a Romar Prieſt hath the power to convert 
Attrition ( that is, ſuch a conſternation of mind as fell upon Judas 
when he went and hanged himſelf ) into the Grace of Cantrition ( as 
divers Popiſh Caſviſts aver®) had - it. nor been" anmſpeakable happi- 
neſs to that Betrayer of the beſt Maſter that ever was, to have rencoun- 
tred (in the way of ſtriving) ſach'a Prieſt when he' was Tecking after 
fomie Inſtrument to become Felo de ſe. | 


"SECT. XV. '" | Oe 
Of the Sacrament of Marriage, with the Clergies reſtraint therefrom. 


2. 1 F Marriage be a Sacrament, and confer Grace, as Baptiſm and 

| the Euchariſt ; wherefore do they reſtrain their Confecrated 
Perſons from that ſupernatural Quality ; ſince its only an Ecclehiaſti- 
cal Reſtraint they pretend unto ? 

2. Since God hath ſufficiently declared his Approbation of the Mar- 
riage of the Clergy, in that the whole World hath been twice (by his 
Appointment ) Peopled by Two married Prieſts, viz. Adam and Noah , 
and that he tyed the Prieſthood under the Law, to a Race of married 
People ; and that the Scripture hath told us, Marriage is honourable in 
all; and placeth it among the Qualifications of a Biſhop, That he be 
the Hucband of one Wife, having faithful Children ( not to ſpeak of 
that Canon of the Council of Gangra, nor of the Diſcourſe of Paph- 
nutius in the Council of Nice, nor of Spiridion, S. Hilary, Encherins Lug- 
dunenſis, and many other Primitive Biſhops;' who were married, beſide 
the Apoſtle S. Peter : ) may it not be pertinently enquired, if the 
Church of Rome borrowed their DoCtrine of the unlawfulnefs of the 
Marriage of Prieſts, from the Manichees, who allowed Marriage to their 
Hearers( as the Church of Rome doth to Laicks ) but forbad it to their 
Ele&t, as that Church doth ta her Prieſts ? | 

3- Had not e/fneas wen (afterwards P. Pius the 24d. ) good reaſon 
to write, that (in conſideration of the vile Abuſes of the Celibacy of 
the Clergy } whatever reaſons the Clergy had at firſt to reſtrain them 
from Marriage, now for much better Reaſons they ought to be reſtored 
to that which God hath made the Privilege of all men who cannot 
contain? Eo; © 49 =—_ 


D SECT. 


(22) 
| SEGT, Xv1. 
_ 1) Of the Sacrament of Extreme Undine. 
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Queſt QUppoſ the Adminiliention of Extreme, Union to dying per. 

ſons, as a Sacrament, had been the Doctrine and Practice of 
the Catholick Church in all Ages (though for a Thouſand years after 
Chriſt we find na fnch thing ) how can the Praftice of rhe Roman 
Church be reconciled to the Doctrine of S. James, or S. Mark ( for 
theſe are their Scripture-pretences ) who manifeſtly ſhew us, that the 
deſign of that Anointing. was the recovery of, the Patient z ("the gift 
of miraculous Healing not being ceaſed in the days of S. James ) where- 
as the Romaniſts do not practiſe that Ceremony, till all hopeyof Re- 


covery ks palt 2 
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SECT. XY. 
Of Tradition. 


2%. 1.4 NF thoſe who-magnikie the, Tradition of the Church fo. high- 
| ly, as to imagin that the very Credit of the Scripture de- 
pends thereon, or that it gives the Scripture its Authority ( which is 
as much as to ſay, that Man gives Authority to Gods Word ) it may 
be demanded, What if the Church ſhould bave concealed or taught 
otherwiſe of thoſe Writings, than as of the undoubted Oracles of 
God, would ſhe not haye erred damaably in-her Tradition ? 
_ 2. Since Tradition in the Roman Church is taken in, to ſupply the 
Imaginary defect of Scripture, and the Authority thereof to ſupply 
the defet of Tradition ; doth it not hence follow, that neither Scrip- 
ture nor Tradition, ſignifie any thing without the Churches Authority ? 
And conſequently, it muſt needs be the Rule of their Faith; that 1s, 
They believe themſelves. | * 1175566 
3. Since the Doctrine of the Millenaries was unanimouſly received 
as an Apoſtolick Tradition im the 24 and 3d Centuries of the-Church, 
meerly upon the Authority and Antiquity of Papjas, who lived pre- 
ſently after the Apoſtles ; ( and yet by St. Hierom, and many of - this 
- preſent Age, looked upon as an Impoſture ) and if both Trenexs for his 
aſſerting that our Saviour ſuffered about the Fiftieth year of his Age, 
and Clem. Alexandrinus, that he died for the Sins of the World about 
the Thirtieth year of his Age, are judged exceedingly miſtaken, (and 
not 
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not withont pood ground )) notwithſtanding they both pretended an 
Apoſtolick Tradition, as having converſed with Apoſtolick Men ; ( 1re- 
nes having written r. 180. and Clemens 190. ) And in fine, ſince in 
that famous contention about Eaſter ( which miſerably afflifted the 
Church in the days of P. Vitor, Biſhop of Rome, by dividing the 
Eaſtern Chriſtians from the Weſtern; one pretending Oral Tradition 
from S. John and S. Philip, and the other from S. Peter and S. Paul ) 
may it. not. be pertinently demanded, What ſtreſs can belaid upon a 
pretence of Apoſtolick Tradition ſixteen hundred years after Chriſt, 
E _— it were now become Univerſal ) bnt eſpecially, when it is 
but the ; porticyonr Tradition of a particular Church ? 

4. What greater certainty can be given, of the tmtertainty of Oral 
Tradition ( as it is contradiſtinguſhed from the Scripture ) than this 
confideration, that of all Chriſt ſaid ( and no doubt he ſpoke much 
in point of Morality, which is not expreſſed in the Goſpels ) nothing 
is found in any Authentick Record ( fave the Scriptures, ) i166 2 
one jon preſerved by S. Hierom, Be thou never , unleſs thou 
ſee rother lroing in Charity ;, for which notable expreſſion, we have 
the ſole Authority of S. Hierom? - 

5- Since its evident from the penult of S. Joh»”s Goſpel at the end, 
as alſo the cloſe of the laſt Chapter, That our Saviour did many great 
things, which are not recorded in Holy Keck ry ; 15 it not a great Eri- 
dence of the great incertainty of Oral Tradition, that none of all 
thoſe Miracles not found in Scripture, are conveyed to us by any 
warrantable Record ? the Legends which contain y ee of thoſe pre- 
tended Miracles, being rejected as Fabulous by the beſt Criticks of th 
Roman Charch. 


"AY —_— —— 


| gn dngeo——— — ESE * 


-SECT. XVIII. 


Of that Thred-bare gneffion, Where was your Church 
ore Luther ? 


Qu. 1 Of thoſe who are ſtill harping on that Thred-bare Queſtion, 
Where was your Church before Luther ? May it not as per- 

tinently be. demanded, Should a Revolt happen from the Reformed 
Church of England to Romaniſm again, ( which God forbid ) where 
was your Religion before 86, or before ſuch a time ? Would they not 
anſwer, at Rome, and in Englandalſo; only kept under, and obſcured 
by Hereticks? And Chriſtianity, though not £o viſible, yet was purer, 
when its Profeſſors dyelt in Mountains and Dens, ( places of Obſcu- 
D 2 rity 
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rity and Privacy) -in the Reigns of Nero, Decins, and Diocleſian, than 
when ſome Kings were called its Nurſing Fathers, and took poſleſſion 
of the ſeven Halls, as when it groaned under Arianiſm in the days of 
Conſtantins and Valens. | - 

2, When ſome peremptorily require from us the era of all the 
Popiſh Errors; may it not be as pertinently demanded, when the 
Acephali began, ( which was ſuch a-ridiculous Linſy-Wolſey Hereſie, 
as.to, be a Componnd of theſe Contraries, Neftorianiſm and Emtychi- 
aniſm, and yet gave great trouble to the Church for many years) for 
Barons and Belarmin ngenuouſly acknowledge, that they know. neis 
ther the Hereſiarch, "or the Epocha of the Hereſie ;, nor- when Filiogz 
was inſerted by the Latin, Church, into the Creed; and if they- know 
not the e474 of their Truths, how can it be rationally expected that 
we ſhould deſign the preciſe times when all their Errors began, ſince 
its in the Naght Seaſon, ,that the Adverſary Sopws his Tares in the Fjeld 
orrohg TRICE adaoend Nt CE agar > 

' 3: It may bedenianded, what,morepertigency ( amongſt Dif uters) 
Is in that old Thred-bare. Queſtion, Where was your Church, 0 Kelaghan 
* before Lather; than in this amongſt Husbandmen, Where was the 
Corn before it was Weeded? For. if our Forefathers under. the _Pa- 
pacy, embraced. the true Faith, we have, it ſtill; the Faith not-being 
removed, hut the Corruption... 4 oo... Et 

4. Since. the Church of England obligeth none to helieve any thing 
as neceſlary to Salvation, but what is plainly proved from holy Scrip- 
ture ; and intirely holds the Apoſtolick, Nicene, and Athanaſian 
Creeds ; and obeys more Canons of the firſt general. Councils, than 
thoſe of Rome do ; and approves that Expoſition of Scripture, which 
hath the conſent of the Fathers of the four firſt Centuries : Yea, 
holds all that-the Church of -Rome -held--neceſſary-for--Salvation for 
five or ſix hundred years together ; ſo that"a Romaniſt may turn 
Proteſtant, without adding any Article to his Faith ; but a Proteſtant 
cannot turn Romaniſt, without the addition'of many new. ones, or 
novel Inventions, which have neither Foundation in Scripture, nor 
genuin Antiquity : May it not then be moſt rationally concluded, 
that the Proteſtant way 1s the ſureſt and ſafeſt, becauſe both ſides 
agree therein ; and that their Church was, long before Papacy ap- 
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peared jn the World ? 

5. Since its impoſſible to prodnce any genuin Work of any of the 
Fathers, - who lived within Four Hundred Years after Chriſt, that po- 
litively afferts the practice or the lawfulneſs of Prayer in an unknown 
Tongue, of taking away the Cup from the People, or with-holding 


the Scriptures from the Laicks, or Adoring Images, or having them 
in 
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in Churches, the Pope*s Infallibility or Supremacy, Indulgences (in the 
Senſe of Pope Leo the Tenth) the DoCtrine of Merit, (in the Senſe of 
the Council of Trent) that there are neither more nor leſs than Seven 
Sacraments, the neceſlity of the right Intention of the Prieſt for the 
Validity of a Sacrament, Tranſubſtantiation, the Limbo of unbap- 
tized Infants, Private Maſſes, the Popes depoſing Power, &c. may it 
not more pertinently be demanded of the Romaniſts, Where was Po- 
pery before Boniface the Third, than they can enquire of the Prote- 
ſtants, Where was your Church before Luther ? 

6. Since-its impoſlible to find any of the Primitive Fathers (or any 
Chriſtian Writer a thouſand years after Chriſt and more,) who be- 
lieved all the Twelve new Articles of Faith, which P. Pizs the Fourth 
hath added to the Apoſtolick Creed; may it not be pertinently de- 
manded of the Romaniſts, Where was your Faith to be found intirely 
before the Council of Trent? Andis not the: Modern Papacy younger 
by many years than Martin Luther himſelf ? 

7.. Since not one of the I welve-new- Articles of the Creed of P.- Ps 
the Fourth is to be found in any ancient Creed or Confeſſion of Faith 
generally allowed in the Chriſtian Church, (whence it is evident that 
they are Innoyations deſtitute, of Primitive Authority)may we not more 
pertinently demand of them, -Where was Papacy when thoſe Confeſ- 
lions were framed? than they can enquire of us, Where was your 
Church before Luther ? w | 

8. Since every true Reformation neceſſarily pre-ſuppoſeth Corrupti- 
ons and Errors to have been before it, what Advantage can the Ro- 
maniſts have,in charging our Reformation with Novelty ? For if a re- 
al Reformation be made, the thing juſtifies it ſelf, and a Reformation 
mult begin ſometime, and when ever it begins, it is certainly new : 
Beſides,it ought to be conſidered, that this Objeftion of Novelty lyes 
againſt all Reformation whatſoever; tho never ſo neceſſary, and tho 
things be never ſo much amiſs : So that tho our Reformation was as late 
as Luther, our Religion is as antient as Chriſtianity it ſelf ; for when 
the Additions which the Church of Rome hath made to the antient Chri- - 
ſtian Faith, and their Innovations in PraCtiſe are par*d off, that which 
remains of their Religion is ours ; and this they cannot deny to be 
every tittle of it the antient Chriſtianity : And what other Anſiver, I 
pray, could the' Fews have given to the like Queſtion, if_it had been 
put to them by the Antient Idolaters of the World, Where was your 
Religion before Abraham or. Moſes ? Or what other Anſwer could the 
Primitive Chriſtians have given to thoſe Pagans, who pretended Vene- 
rable Antiquity and Univerſality for their Polytheiſme, - but the very 


ſame in ſubſtance, which we now give to the Church of Rome ? _ 
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if any be ſo fond as to brand the Proteſtant Religion with Novelty; 
becauſe of ſome negative Articles (in oppoſition to the Corruptions 
of the Roman Church, which by accident are become a part of our 
Faith, occaſioned by their Errors) they may as well tax the Primitive 
Church with Novelty, becauſe the renouncing of the DoQtrines of 4ri- 
aniſm at the Council of Nice, of Macedonianiſmat the Council of Con- 
ftantinople, of Neſftorianiſm at Epheſus, and of Eutychianiſm at Calcedon, 
came a part of the Catholick Religion after the riſe of thoſe He- 
reſies. | 

9. But, (to ſhut up this Point) if to Pray without Underſtanding, 
to obey without Reaſon, and to believe againſt Senſe, be the ſureſt 
Evidences of the Antiquity of a Church, then I pray where is that 
Proteſtant to- be found, who is ſo contentious for Priority; as not to 
yield (upon theſe accounts) the Precedency to the Church of Rome a- 
bove all Chriſtian Societies in the World ? 
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SE Ci. AI 
Of the Irfallibility of the Pope with his Conncils. 


Qs. 1. TF the-Pope or Church of Royre be infallible, wherefore are they 
ſo uncharitable to the World (at leaſt to their own Inc 

ration) as not to give an infallible Comment on Scripture, but ſuffers 
her DoCtors to write as fallible Comments, and in many things as con- 
trary to each other, as any Proteſtant Divines do? And I cannot ima- 
gine what good Infallibility does, if an infallible Church has no bet- 
ter means of underſtanding Scriptore, than the Comments of fallible 
Men, that is, no better means then every fallible Church hath ? 

2. When the Doctors of the Roman Church vye Reaſons and Argun- 
ments with us Hereticks,. and diſpute from Scripture and Antiquity, 
(eſpecially in order to the eſtabliſhing that beloved Palladium of their 
Churches Authority and Infallibility, which thoſe croſs-grain'd Here- 
ticks deny) do they not appeal from the Infallibility of the preſent 
Church, to every Man's private Reaſon and Judgment, as much as e- 
; very Proteſtant does ? For its againſt the very Principles of Philoſo- 

phy, to imapin that the Churches Authority can be a ſufficient Topick 
to prove it ſelf. 

3- If aviſible uninterrupted Succeſſion be the Mark of ſuch a true 
Church, as is the infallible Interpreter of Scripture (as ſome Roma- 
niſts aver) wherefore is not the Greek, Church an infallible Interpreter 
of Scripture, ſunce ſhe hath as viſible and uninterrupted ge 
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from Chrift and: his Apoſtles to this Day, as- the Church of Rome 
has? yea, if weconſult the Catalogues of their Patriarchs of Alex- 
andriaand Antioch, we ſhall not find fo many Chaſma's occaſioned (in 
thaſe Liſts). by Schiſms, as in the Sce of Rome. | 

. 4c Since, P. Zachary depoſed Virgilins Biſhop of Salrzbarge, asanHe- 
| retick; becauſe> he truly maintained, (tho in a very ignorant Age) 
the Docirine of Antipodes;. may it not be pertinently demanded, 


may not he who can miſtake Truth for Hereiie, alſo miſtake Herefie 


for Truth ? as no doubt P. Liberire, Vieilius, and Honorims did. 
5. Since its.confeſſed by Bellarmine (and divers other eminent Cham- 
pions for that Church) that the Popes Canonizations are donbtful and 


ſubject! to Error ;, may it not be pertinently demanded, if his Infal- 


libility ſhould chance at any time to miſtake (as I am pretty ſure he 
hath done more than once) in what a pitiful caſe are the Members of 
that Church, who are obliged to invocate ſich miſtaken Saints ? 
Would not that be idolatry ! "1h | 

6. Since in the firſt and laſt Ages of the Church, there were many 
Schifms and Hereſies, which (if we believe /renexs, who lived in the 
Second Century) were as wild and extravagant as any of later date; 
now if the Fathers who lived-in theſe Primitive Ages believed the In- 
fallibility of the Roman Church at that time, may it not be pertinent= 
ly demanded, Was there. no Prudence amongſt them all in going ſo far 
about by their endeavours to bring thoſe Hereticks and Schiſmaticks 
tothe Touch-ſtone of the Scripture, and next to that, tothe moſt Or- 
thodox and Catholick Tradition ? whereas how ſhort and ecaſic a Deci- 
ſion to all Debates might have been fetched hence, had they had the 
ſame Apprehenſion of the Authority and Efficacy thereof, by referring 
all Controverhes depending to the determination of the Roman Church 
(the Mother and Miſtreſs of all) and that infallible Conduct ſetled 
therein ? But not one word of that, which makes it more than proba- 
ble, that ſuch holy and wiſe men knew no ſuch thing ; only when they 
make their Appeals to her after the expreſs word of God, its in com- 
mon with many other Churches, eſpecially thoſe of Apoſtolical Foun- 
dation, as is evident from Irenexs, Tertullian, and St. Auguſtin , when 
they had todeal with ſuch Perſons. 

7. How can any rational man imagin that the Popes or Roman Coun- 
cils (which they account General) are infallible, even when they are 
confirmed by Popes, unleſs Errors become Truths, and Contradictions 
be reconciled when determined by a Pope and Council ? Since P. Yigilius 
not. only confirmed the Fifth General Council, which formerly he 
had condemned, but General Councils confirmed by Popes have made 
Definitions and Decrees plainly contradictory one to another ; T _ 
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the Sixth General Council confirmed by Pope Adrian the Firſt, defined 
that Marriage was diſſolved by Hereſie : And the Conncil of Trent, 
confirmed by P. Pius the Fourth, that it could not be fo : The Council 


of Conftance, confirmed. by Pope Martin the Fifth, decreed, that a 
General Council: was ſuperiour to the Pope : | he laſb. Latgran Coun- 
cil, under P. Leo the Tenth,condemned this Decree ; ſodid it the De- 


cree of P. Nicholas the Fifth, who ratified the Council 'of Baſil, as a 
true General Council. | 

8. How can any doubt that General Councils confirmed by Popes, 
may err ? ſince it is ſo manifeſt they have actually erred,by makingDe- 
crees ſo apparently contradictory to the PlainWords and Senſe of Holy 
Scripture,that no impartialPerſon can any more queition it,than he can, 
whether Theft be forbidden by the Eighth Commandment : So did the 
Council of Conſtance, confirmed by P. Martin the Fifth, and Trenr, 
by P.Pizs the Fourth, the former in the Decree for Laicks Communica- 
ting in one kind only, notwithſtanding (as themſelves acknowledge ) 
that Chriſt inſtituted the Sacrament in both kinds, and delivered it in 
both to his Diſciples : The later: in decreeing, that Divine Service 
ſhould not he in the Vulgar T ongue, in plain ContradiCtion to what 
St. Paul preſcribes in 1 Cor. 14. not to ſpeak that the Pope's Confirma- 
tion of DoCctrinal Definitions, is but a meer Ceremony ; it being im- 
poſlible for any man to make that become true, which is falſe ; or 
that which is falſe, to become true. | | 

9. Since from the fitneſs of an infallible viſible Judge for the Militant 
Church, the Romanilts are apt to pretend that God hath aCtually ap- 
pointed ſuch an one, without which, God (ſay they) had not made 
ſufficient Proviſions for the Aſſurance of Man's Faith, and for the Peace 
and Unity of his Church (or, as it is with a ftrange kind of Civility 
expreſſed in their Canon Law, Aliter Dominus non videretur fuiſſe diſ- 
cretus, otherwiſe our Lord had not ſeem'd to be diſcreet.) may it not 
be very pertinently urged from this T opick of Humane Appearance, 
that it had been yet more uſeful for the Church, that not only the firſt 
Patriarch, but all of them, had been infallible ; yea,and all the Biſhops, 
and Presbyters of the Church ; and if all men had been infallible, 
certainly the Church of God ſhould never have been troubled with 
any Error whatſoever, but the experience of the World demonſtrates 
that it is not ſo. | 

10. If it bea fit Argument always to conclude that God hath done 
ſach a thing, becauſe the generality of Men judge it expedient to be 
done; may it not be pertinently demanded, where is that man, who, 
conſulting with Fleſh and Blood (1 mean Humane Reaſon) who would 


not have thought it very fit, that our Saviour, after his a 
ou 
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ſhould have publickly taught the People of Hiernſalem in theTemple, as 
he uſed todo, that all the Inhabitants of that great City, (yea, all the 
Males throughout the Land being obliged to be there alſo at the Feaſt of 


the Paſloyer)) might by an ocular Demonſtration be convinced that our 


Saviour was not an Impoſtor, when he ſaid he would riſe again the 
third day ? yet the infinite Wiſdom thought it not fit, For his ways are 
not as our ways, nor his thoughts as our thoughts, Iſa. 55. 8, g. - 

1 1.Since It 15 no leſs behoofful for the Purity of the Militant Church, 
to be ſecured from Vice, than from Error, by ſome infallible means ; 
and whereas the former is not pretended to by any,is it not very rea- 
ſonable to put the Romanults to it, to ſhew from Scripture who this 
Infallible Viſible Judge is who is inveſted with that Power, or Com- 
miſſion ; eſpecially when it is conſidered, that our Judge of Contro- 
verlies in the Church is now become our greateſt Controverſie ? Þelides 
that, it would puzzle any man to give a good reaſon why God 
ſhould take more care to ſecure men againſt Errors in Belief, than 
againſt Sin and Wickedneſs in their Lives. 

12, If an infallible viſible Judge be ſuch an adequate means to d&- 
termin all Controverſies in matters of Religion, which happen in the 
Militant Church, (as the Romaniſts pretend) how came it to paſs that 
there were ſo many Schifms and Hereſies too in the Apoſtles times, 
when thoſe who govern'd the Church were certainly guided by an In- 
fallible Spirit ? D : 

12. Can the hierceſt Bigot of Popery prove from Holy Scripture;that 
the Pope is infallible ( in the Popiſh Senſe of the World ?) I know 
that ſome fly the Abſurdity, by hiding the Pope in the Church ; bur 
if the Church be Infallible, it is fo as its repreſentative in. General 
Councils,or diffuſive in thewhole Body of Chriſtians ; and then what is 
Infallibility to the Church of Rome, more than to any other particular 
Church ? And how ſhall that which is common to all, give power to 
one over all ? And what 1s it to the Pope above another Biſhop or Pa- 
triarch ? 

14. Since the Council of Trent hath determined that Infants ſhould 
not be Communicated, becauſe they cannpt examine themſelves, nor 
diſcern the Lord's Body ; who can doubt but that Popes, with their 
Councils, and Roman Church, have erred in their Belicf and Practice 
of the Communion of Infants long ago,-it beingpaſt all doubt that for 
ſome Hundreds of Years it was ſo in the Roman Church ? 

15. Was not the Apoſtle to blame, to ſay there mult be Herelicz 
and Diviſions among you, and not to tell them, there muſt he alſo 
an infallible Judge among you to obviate ſuch pertinacious Errors and 
Schiſms,if ſo be that God had appointed any ſuch infallible viſible Jadge 
to be for eyer in his Church ? E 16. If 
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16. If the many Diſſentions in the Proteſtant Churches (as is pre- 

s tended) make this infallible viſible Judge always neceſſary, how 1s it 

that this ſole Remedy is found ſo ineffeCtual againſt the Diviſions in the 

Roman Church, and that there are ſo many Differences there about In- 

fallibility it ſelf, the manner and ſubject of it ? ſo that many Roma- 

niſts (not of the dnlleſt brains) being aſhamed of it, have betaken 
themſelves to Tradition inſtead thereof. 
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SECT. XX. 
Of the Pope's Supremacy. 


CES 


Os. 5+ pom the Reaſon aſſigned by the Council of Calcedox, giving 

equal Priviledges to the Patriarch of Conſtantinople with him 
of Rome, is becauſe old Bizantium was become Nova Roma, that is, the 
Emperours had fixed their Habitations there ; might not Milan and 
Ravenna have claimed the ſame Priviledge, ſeeing ſome Emperours did 
honour thoſe Cities with their Preſence many years ? 

2. Had not the African Churches as good reaſon to decline the pre- 
tended Authority of the Biſhops of Rome, as the Churches of Cyprus to 
rejett the Juriſdiction of the Patriarch of Antioch (from which libe- 
rated at laſt by the Third General Council ) ſince they had ſtile Pri- 
mat of their own ; and were no more within the Roman Patriarchat, 
than Cyprus was within that of Antioch ? 

3. Since all ſober Perſons hjnc inde, acknowledg a Primacy of Order 
in St. Peter (either for his Age, or his being firſt called to be an Apoſtle, 
or for his Zeal, or ſome other reaſon beſt known to his Lord and Ma- 
ſter) it being impoſſible that any Society ſhould remain long without 
Confnſion (far leſs that it ſhould continue well ordered ) which hath 
not one appointed to be the Mouth thereof ; it may therefore be per- 
tinently demanded if any Romaniſt can' produce any place of Scrip- 
ture which imports a formal Juriſdiction in St. Peter, which was not at 
ſome other time vouchſafed @n the Catholick Church, at lcaſt on the 
reſt of the Apoſtles ? 

4. Dato ſed non conceſfo, that St. Peter had a Primacy of Juriſdiction 
over all the General Members of 'the Catholick Church ; wherefore 
might not this have been a perfonal Priviledge and intranſ{miſſible to 
anySucceſſor,no leſs than the GradusMoſaicus was to any other Prophet ? 

5- Upon what Grounds do Bellarmin and others call Chriſt's Ingemi- 
nation of theſe Words, Feed my Sheep, the peculiar Priviledge of 'St. 
Peter, above all the reſt of the Apoſtles, ſince St, Anguſtin, and St. Cy- 
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ril of Alexandria call it the peculiar Penance of St. Peter for denying 
his Lord and Maſter, which none of thereſt had done ? 

6. Since the Primitive Fathers by Rock in the 16th. of St. Matthew, 
generally underſtand either Chriſt himſelf, or that excellent Confeſſion 

of St. Peter, where then doth -his peculiar Prerogative lye 1n theſe 
| Words? : 

7. Suppoſe our Saviour did mean by St. Peter, when he ſaid, On this 
Rock will I build my Church, (alluding to his Name by way of Empbhalis, 
not Excluſion) I pray, where is yet the peculiarity of St. Peter's Privi- 
ledge, ſince if we believecither St. Paul, or St. John in Jus Revelation, 
thereſt of the Apoſtles were Foundations as well as he? for | hope 
none will call him the Chief Corner-ſtone. | 

8. Since the generality of the ancient Fathers look upon Peter (both 
in his Excellent Confeſſion, and Promiſe made to him, as perſonating 
the Catholick Church) and that what our Saviour there promiſed, was 
after his ReſurreCtion fulfilled, as we may read, John 20. 21, 22. 2 3 
Where, I pray you, is St. Perer*s ſpeciat@Priviledge above the reſt of 
the Apoſtles, {irfte our Saviour ſaid to them all alike, 4s my Father 
ſent me, ſo ſend Tyou: (and I ſuppoſe S. Peter could not have a Sublimer 
Miſſion than our Saviour ) and breathed upon them all, and ſaid, Re- 
ceive ye the Holy Ghoft,, whoſe Sins ye remit, &C. | 

g. But whatever Senſe theſe Words of St. John may have, or theſe 
of St. Matthew, doth it not evidently appear, that what our Saviour 
promiſed to St. Peter, Marth. 16. was given to the Catholick Church.,ar 
leaſt to the reſt of the Apoſtles as well as Peter, in Matth. 18. 18. in 
the ſame words of Mar. 16. our Saviour himſelf having expounded 
the Power of the Keys, by that of Binding and looſing ? 

10. Since after that Promiſe made to St. Peter, Mar.18. we find the 
Apoſtles (more'than once) controverting for Superiority ; may it not 
very rationally be preſumed that H. Jeſus (the Wiſdom of the Father 
and Prince of Peace) having taken notice of that Ambitious Debate 
would once have undeceived them, by telling them, that tho the Deſ- 
potical Power of the Gentile Kings or Governours ſhould be far re- 
moved from them, yet their minds ſhould be at reſt, becauſe he had 
already inveſted St. Peter with a Paternal Authority or Eccleſiaſtical 
Juriſdiction over them, when he promiſed to him the Keys of the - 
Kingdom of Heaven ; but ſince in our Saviour*s reproof we find no 
ſuch Inſinuation, may it not be pertinently doubted if ever he meant 
any ſuch matter ? 

11. I would demand, how the enſuing particulars can be reconciled 
to a formal Juriſdiction of S.Perer over the reſt of the Apoſtles, 1. The 
Care of all the Churches being committed to every one of them in ſolt- 
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dum. 2. St. Peter was ſent by the Apoſtles and Elders at Fhernſalem 
to Samaria (he that gave the Commillion having rather the Authority, 
than the Perſon commiſſionated.) 3. His being called to an account 
for converling, withCornelizs theCenturion in Ceſaria,andother Gentiles, 
' by thoſe at Fiernuſalem, wvelut vehementur infenſi (as S.Chryſoſtom phraſeth 
it.) 4. If St. Peter was then Supreme Governour, wherefore cid not 
the controverting Chriſtians at Arztioch addreſs firſt to him in order 
to the indicting of a Council? 5. Wherefore did St. James preſide 
therein, and by his Verdict determine the Controverſie (if we believe 
Ervſcbius and Epiphanins) and not St. Peter, - on which account, and be- 
cauſe he was the firſt Biſhop of Hierxſalem, and of the Chriſtian 
World, Epipharius poſitively alerts thas St. James was inveſted by our 
Saviour with a Superiority over all the Apoſtles. 6. Wherefore was 
not that Decree iſſued forth in the Name of Perer, if he was'the Mo- 
narch of the Church ? 7. Why was St. Paul ſo immethodical to reck- 
on James before Cephas or Peter ; and fo arrogant as to fay, that he 
was, in nothing, inferionr i the chiefeſt Apoſtles (for if St. Peter 
was his Supcriour, he came ſhort of him in ſomething, which is very 
material, and that is Authority.) 8. Was not St. Paul a very un- 
mannerly Vaſſal to rebuke his Lord and Maſter for Judaizing ; and ſo 
ſolemnly, that both Jews and Gentiles were witneſs tothe Reproof ? 
9. How could St. Cyprian ſay that the reſt of the Apoſtles were, the 
ſame that St. Peter was, pari conſortio prediti honoris & poteſtatis ? Fi- 
nally, How could Exſebiuz aver (in his Old Editions, before they ſuf- 
fered the Index Expurgatorins) that Peter, James, and Johnwere aP- 
pointed Princes of the Apoſtles, and that theſe three were equal ? 

12. Since P. Leo the Tenth, with the conſent and approbation of 
the Lateran Council (which they account General) declares that our 
Bleſſed Saviour did inſtitute St. Peter ( and his Succeſſors in the Roman 
See) his Vicars, to whom, by the Teſtimony of the Book of Kings, 
it was ſo neceſſary to yield Obedience, that whoſoever would not, 
was puniſhed with Death: ( thus Binius Concil. Tom. g. ) it may be 
pertinently demanded, if they have Five Books of the Kings, for-in the 
Vulgar Verſion (which have four of that Name) there is not any Syl- 
{able which inſinuates any ſuch matter ? - 

113. If the Biſhopof Rome was inveſted Fure Divine, with an univer- 
ſal Juriſdiction over the Catholick Church ; or if the Roman Church, 
either in its Head or Members, ſeverally, or in all conjunQly, be in- 
duced with an infallible Spirit ; how comes it to paſs that all the anti- 
ent Apologiſts were guilty of ſuch a Supine Negligence (from Ju/tir: 
dartyr, the firſt of them, who lived, Ano 1 50. to Theodoret inclutive- 
ly, who dyed about the middle of the Fifth Century) as never to men- 
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tion that moſt admirable Prerogative of the Roman Church'above all 
the Societies in the World, ſince ſome of them deſcend to many mi- 
nute Particulars,which are long ago obſolete and-out of date'in all the 
Churches of Chriſt ? | 

14. If it be a ſufficient Anſwer for the Silence of the Apologiſts, to 
ſay.that they are ſo ſuccinCt,that they had no room for ſuch a matter ? 
For though it is eatily granted, that of "Aſfianw, Melito, Quadratus, 
and Ariſtides, we have but Shreds in Eſebius; and that Athenagoras, 
Tatian, Theophilus, Antiochenus, Minutins Felix, Cyprian ad: Demetrianum, 
F. Firmicus Maternus, ate very brief; not to ſpeak of many Orations 
written by the Fathers againſt Julian the Apoſtate, the Jews and Gen= 


tiles in general { which are alſo reckoned among the Apologilts, and - 


are yet briefer ) yet the two Apologies of Faſtin Martyr, with his Di- 
alogue with Tryphon the Jew, ail the Works of Clem. Alexandrinus, 
ſave his Pedagogns, the larger Apologetick of- Tertullian, with his leſſer 
ad Scapulam, and fome Books againſt the Jews and Gentites, the eight 
Books of Origen againſt Celſus, the: ſeven1Books: of Arnobins contra 
Gentes, and ſo many of Lattantixs his Inſtitutions,  Euſebins de demon- 
 ftratione & preparatione Evangelica, S. Auguſtin his 22 Books de Civi- 
tate Dei, Theodoret his 12 Books de curandis Grecorum affettibus :, all 
theſe are pretty Voluminous : yet ze gru quidem, not the leait word or 
inſinuation of any ſuch prodigious privitege- of the Roman Church, 
cither in its Head or Members. 

15. What greater Elogy could have been given by any of the Fa- 
thers to S. Peter, than that which. S. Chry/oſtom applies to S. Paul, that 
he was the Light of all the Churches, the Foundation of the Faitn, the 
Pillar and Ground of Truth ? 

16, Might not the Biſhop of Artioch have claimed by virtue of 
Succeſſion, a Superiority over all the Organical Members of the Ca- 
tholick Church, as well as the Biſhop of Rome ; ſince it is certain, S. 
Peter reſided ſeven years at Antioch ;, and it cannot be proved from any 
Authentick Record, -that he was one year at Rome ? 

17. May not the Biſhop of Zeruſalem ( which is the Mother of us 
ali.) with better reaſon claim an univerſal Monarchy over the Church, 
by virtue of Succeſſion ; ſince the unqueſtionable Head of the Church 
dyed there ? And S. James the Lord's Brother, was unqueſtionably 
the firſt Biſhop of the Chriſtian World ; whence Epiphanizs concludes, 
that the Principality over the Church was due to him, and not to St. 
Peter. 

18. Since its granted by Bellarmin and others, that St. Peter's Mar- 
tyrdom at Rome was but accidental ( there being no Ecripture Pro- 

- miſe, or Catholick Tradition for it ) can the Biſhop of Rome, by vir- 
rue 
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"tie of his See, pretend to S. Peter's Spirit and Power, upon better 
grounds than Yibius Rufus did to the Genius of the Great Ceſar, be- 
cauſe he bought his Chair ? 

19. Could any of the Fathers have Complemented the Biſhop of 
Rome with an higher Hyperbole, than Syneſins the Biſhop of Cyrene, 
did his Patriarch Theophilus of Alexandria (none of the beſt of men, 
for he was a great Perſecutor of S. Chryſoftom) by calling his Advice 
a Divine Reſponſe, and an Heavenly Oracle ? 

20. Can any Inſtance be given of any Biſhop of Rome, who before 
the famous Council of Nice, preſumed to exerciſe any proper ACt of - 
Jerifdition, without the proper Bounds of his own Patriarchar, called 
the Suburbicarian Churches, except P. Yifor ; who for attempting 
to Cenſure others without his own PrecinCt, was ſeverely reprehended 
by Irenevs ;, and P. Stephen, who was juſtly cenſured by S. Cyprian ? 

- 21.” Since to be the ultimate Objet of Appeals (or dermer beſort, 
as the French phraſe it ) is the Eſſential Privilege of all Monarchs, 'is 
it accountable, that the Council of Nice believed the Biſhop of Rome's 
Supremacy over the Catholick Church, when it determined, that all 
Appeals during the Intervals of general Councils, ſhould be deter- 
mined in the Provincial Synods, or by the reſpeCtive Patriarchs ; and 
that there ſhould be no Appeal from the one to the other? 

22; If the Churches of Africa believed the Popes Supremacy to he 
jure divino, how could_217_ Biſhops in the 6th. Council of Carthage, 
( whereof S. Aſtin was one) have oppoſed Three Popes ſucceſſively 

in the matter of Appeals to Rome; and condemned all thoſe as Schiſ- 
maticks, who did thus Appeal ; and made a formal Separation of 
their Churches from the Roman, upon the account of its Illegal and Un- 
charitable Incroachments ? | 

23. If that Separation was unjuſt, how comes S. Avrgnſtin to be re- 
puted over all the Chriſtian World,. and at Rome too, an eminent 
Saint.? ſince he died, (as the Romaniſts think)-in aftual and unrepen- 
ted Schiſm : ſince S. Arvgnſtin dented the Popes Supremacy in matter 
'of Appeals to Rome, no leſs than Henry the Eighth of England, might 
hot P.-Celeſtin as juſtly have Excommunicated S. Arguſtin, as P. Paul 
'the Third, did Henry the Eighth of England ? 

24. Since by many of the Epiſtles of Gregory the Great to the Em- 
perour Marnricins, and Fohn the Patriarch of Conſtantinople, its appa- 
rent, that he declares all thoſe Prelates who uſurp the Titles of 
Oecumenical Patriarch, Univerſal Biſhop, and Head of the Catholick 

.*Church, to be the Forerunners, or Harbangers of Antichriſt ; may it 
not be pertinently demanded, if all thoſe Popes who.from Boniface - 
the Third incluſively, have affefted thoſe Titles, do' not ſtand con- 

| | demned 
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(3389) 
demned by the Judgment of their Predeceſſour as Antichriſtian ? | 
25. If it, be the Popes Prerogative ( as the Romanilſts pretend) to 


aſſemble all the general Councils, how did it chance, that*during a 


Thouſand years after Chriſt, and more, there! was. not an Oecumenical 
Synod in /taly, nonot in all the Weſt, (unleſs that of Frank ford be 
accounted one, which was indicted by Charlemain againſt the Conyen- 
ticle at Nice Fand that they were very deſirous tp have one in 7taly, 
is moſt evident from the Letters of P. Leo the Firſt, ( none of the 
meaneſt ſpirited Popes ) to Theodoſius the Younger, his Siſter Pulche- 
ria, the Emperour Marcianus, Valentinian the Third, with Eudaxia 
the Empreſs 3; whom he did Supplicate on his Knees, withmany Tears, 
(thus he phraſeth it) for a Council to be holden in 7aly againſt the 
Eutychians-;, but could never obtain his deſire, as to that Circum- 


ſtance. 
26. If the Emperours were nothing elſe but the Popes Mandatarij 


1n the indiclting of Councils (as ſome, term them) what could be the 


reaſon that P. YVigilius, being perſonally in Conſt antinople, would not 
Conntenance the 5th general Council, aſſembled there by Juſtinian the 
Great, till he was haled thereto by the Authority of the Emperour, 
and forced to- obey the Mandat of his pretended Mandatarins, in 
condemning the tria Capitzla, which by a former Conſtitution he had 
approved? _., 

27+ If the Confirmation of a general Council by the Pope, be fo 
neceſſary, that all ys aQts are invalid without it, ( as ſome Romaniſts 
pretend) how could the Patriarchs of Conftantinople be fo irregular, 
as to polleſs the place in all ſucceeding Corncils (where they were pre- 
ſent) which the 24 and 4th general Councils had allotted to them, 
notwithſtanding of all the Proteſtations of P. Zeo the Firſt, and his 
Succeſſors, againſt thoſe Council Acts ? | | 

28, Since the Biſhops of the Primitive Church were promiſcuouſly 
termed Popes, ( from the old Greek word names which ſignifies a 
Father ) their Epiſcopal Sees, Thrones, and Empires ; and themſelves, 
(how ſmall ſoever their Dioceſs were )) were alſo called Princes ( if 
we beheve S. Gregory Nazianzen, and S. Hilary of Poitiers ) all were 
termed the Succeſſors of the Apoſtles, and equal as to the intrinſi 
Power of Biſhops, whether it were the little Biſhoprick of Exg«binen, 
compared with that of Rome; Rhegium with that of Conſt antinople ; 
Tans with Alexandria ;, ( if we give Faith to S. Hierom ) theretore 
it may pertinently be demanded, What ſolid Grounds had Hildvrand 
to Monopohze thoſe Titles to the Biſhop of Rome ? 

29. If the Romaniſts can produce any Authentick Author for the 
Deerctal 'Epiltles of all the Popes, from Clemens to P. Sirvius, ( gpat 
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is to the middle, af the-leaſt, of the 4b Century) though they have * 

made up a conſiderable part of the Canon Law, before Ricxfus Arch- 
biſhop- of Mentz, who lived 500 years after thoſe Popes were dead. 

30.. Since the Belief of an Infallible Headſhip in the Biſhop of Rome, 


is with - many Romaniſts, the reaſon why they receive their Articles 
of Faith ;:muſt it-not then be the fundamental Article of all others ? 


And ought 1t not to be the beſt atteſted by ſome p®in places of 


. Scripture 3 and not leave by its filence this ſole vitible Vicegerent of 


Chriſt, to the Suſpicion of bearing witneſs to himſelf ? 

31. Since the Pope receives his Office with an Oath, to obſerve the 
Apoſtolick- Canons (as they are termed.) with the Canons of the Eight 
firſt general Councils ; and notwithſtanding, it is evident from the 


.35 and 36 Canons of the Apoſtles, (or the 33 and 34 Canons, as Bi- 


2ius hath them ) that theſe are direCtly againit the Popes Supremacy, 
as alſo the s and 7 Canons of the Firſt general Council; the 9, 17, 
and 28 Canons of the Fourth general Council : the Fifth, in condemn= 
ing the Sentence of P. Yigilms, (in favour of the ria Capitula ) tho he 
was very vechement in the cauſe : the Sixth and Seventh, in Con- 
demning, P. Honorius of Hereſie : the Eighth and laſt, by impoſing a 
Canon upon the Church of Rome, and challenging Obedience thereun- 
to, ( viz. its Condemning a Cuſtom of the Sabbath Faſt in Lent )- 
may we not very rationally hence conclude, that the Fathers during 


_ eight hundred and ſeventy years after Chriſt, knew no ſuch thing as 


the Popes Supremacy by Diving Right, or any Right at all, ſeeing 
they oppoſed it : And that they did not believe the Infallibility of the 
Church of Rome, that they had no Tradition of either that Supre- 
macy or Infallibility, that it 1s in vain to plead Antiquity in the Fa- 
thers, or Councils, or Primitive Church, for either : and that the Ca- 
nons of theſe eight general Councils, being the ſenſe both of the an- 


. Cient and. the profeſſed Faith of the preſent Church of Rome, the 


Popes Authority muſt needs ſtand Condemned by the Catholick Church 
at this day, by the ancient Church, and the preſent Church of Rome 
her ſelf, as ſhe holds Communion ( at leaſt in Profeſſion ) with the 
ancient ? And in fine, how can the Church of Rome eſcape the charge 
of Hereſie? for he who believes the Popes Supremacy, denies. in ct- 
fe, the eight firſt general Councils, ( at leaſt in that point ) and 
that's Hereſic ; and he who believes the Council of Trent, believes 
the Article of the Popes Supremacy ; therefore he who believes the 
Council of Trent, doth not believe the eight firſt general Councils, 
and therefore is guilty of Hereſie : And how can any Pope evade the 
Brand of Schiſm, ( the fouleſt that ever the Church groaned under ) 
aggavatcd with the horrid Crime of Perjury ; figce the Pope ( » 

| | fs : uch) 
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| C973 
ſuch) profeſſeth to believe, and ſweareth to govern the Church ac- 
cording to the Canons of the firſt General Councils, yet openly 
claims, and-profeſſedly praftiſeth a Power condemned by them all : 
thus, quatenus Pope, he ſtands guilty of Separation from the ancient 
Church; and as Head of .a new and ſtrange Society, draws the Body 
of his FaCtion after him into the ſame Schiſm, in flat contradiction to 


| theancient Chyrch, and to that ſolemn Oath by which alſo the Pope, 


as Pope, binds himſelf (at his Inauguration) to maintain the Do- 
Arine and Practice thereof. 


- 


SECT. XXL 
Of the Pope's Depoſing Power. 


£u«. 1.CInce the Fourth Lateran Conncil, under Imocent the Third, 

promiſed a Plenary Pardon of all their Sins, and a greater 
Degree of Glory hereafter, to thoſe who did extirpate Hereticks ; if 
it may not be preſumed that this moſt bountiful Proffer doth animate 
Traitors to murther their own Princes, whom Rome hath declared 
Heretical ? 

* 2. What greater reaſon is thereof expounding theſe words ſpoken 
to Jeremy, (1 have ſet thee over Kings toroot out, to pluckup, and deſtroy ) 
of the Pope's Supremacy, and Depoſing Power, (as both Innocent 64 
Third, and the Canon-Law do) than had the Donatiſts of applying 
thoſe words in the Canticles, (Tell me, O thou whom my Soul loveth, 
where thou feedeff, where thou makeſt thy Flock.to reſt at Noon) to the Flock 
of their Party in the Southern _—_— of Africa ? | | 

3- If any be fo quick-fighted as to find the Popes Univerſal Monar- 
chy and Depoſing Power in theſe Words, Feed my Sheep (Heretical 
Princes being thoſe Wolves which are to be driven away as hurtful 
to the Flock) may not ſuch a Lyncear Eye by a like kind of Interpreta- 
tion find this other Myſtery in the Words, that all Chriſtians are 
Fools, becauſe Sheep are ſilly Crtatures ? 

4- Since the Doctrine of Depoling Power in Popes ( by which I 
mean not only their excommunicating abſolute Monarchs, but alſo 
the expoſing their Dominions as a juſt Prey to the firit Invader ) is fo 
ſcandalous to the Chriſtian Religion in the Eyes of all ſober Roma- 
niſts, and hath been found ſo miſchievous to many Sovercign Princes 
wherefore was not. that deſtructive Doctrine condemned by ſome Gene-= 
ral Council, they having had many which they account ſuch, ſince 


the Fourth Council of Lateran, under Iwnocenr the Third, where 
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It was certainly defined, let them call it an Article of Faith, a Point 


of Diſcipline, 'or what they will. 

5. Sinceit is evident from Baronins, Binins, Platina, brias,and 
many others, that Gregory the 7th. (nick-named Hildebrand ) did ex- 
communicate Henry the 4th. Emperor of- Germany : P. Paſchal the 24, 
Henry the 5th. Alexander the 34, Frederick. the 1ſt. Innocent the 4th, 
Frederick.the 2. Boniface the 8th, Philip the Fair of France : Fulins the 
24, Lewis the 12th. with him who was King of Navarre at that time ; 
(on which putrid Title Ferdinand the Catholick ſeized on his King- 
dom) and that Alexander the 3d did alſo excommunicate. Henry the 
24. of England : And Innocent the 3d, King John, (Six years before the 


Reſignation of his Crown into the Hands of that Popes Legat;) may 


it not be juſtly doubted, if they who can confidently aver that never 
any Pope preſumed to excommunicate an abſolute Prince, - did ever 
read thoſe Hiſtories, if ſo be they have. put in Print what they did 
think? _ | HEE FS. 

6. Whether that place, 1 Pet. 2. 1.3. which is quoted by P. [mmocent 
the 3d. in his arrogant Epiſtle to tke Emperour of Conſtanrinople,, doth 

rove that the Pope is as much greater than the Emperor, as'the Sun 

1s greater than the Moon ? which ſtrange Compariſon is inſerted by 
Gregory the gth. into the Body .of the Canon-Law; and ever ſince 
continued in all the Editions of thit Law. RES 2 

7. If Gregory the Great imagined himſelf ſuperiour to the Emperor 
Mauritius, and not rather much his Inferiour, when he wrote' to that 
Emperor, that in Obedience to his Commands. he had publiſhed one of 
his Laws, which himſelf judged ſcarce agreeable to the Law of God ? 
- 8. If (according to the Doftrine of the Church of Rome ) it can 
properly be called Rebellion to reſiſt and dethrone a depoſed Prince, 
or if it can be termed true Loyalty to defend him ? Since the depoſing 
Dottrine doth import, that when a Prince 1s depoſed by the Authority 
of their Church,they abſolve their Subjefts from their Fealty ; and then 
it is no Rebellion to take up Arms. | Y | 

9. Since the depoſing Doctrine hath, been decreed and practiſed by 
their Popes and General Councils, and that no Pope or Conncil ſince 


2 Gregory the 7th. hath ever condemned it ; and that the Jeſuits do ſtill 


maintain it, ( their greateſt Champions, Bellarmin, Suarez, Becan, 
Gretzer, Mariana, Sanftarellus, and many others, having expreſly de- 
clared for it) yea, tho the preſent Pope (who is not the worſt of the 
Pack) did lately cenſure ſome other Jeſuitical Doftrines (as great Im- 
moralities) yet he thought fit to let the depoſing Doftrine eſcape 
without Cenſure; may we not juſtly admire how ſome of this Age 
have the Effrontory to out-face all Mankind (who have Eyes in m_ 

| Heads, 


- 


Heads; and Skill enongh to read the Decrecs of their Popes and Conn- 
cils) by ſaying that the depoſing Doctrine is not the Doctrine of the 
Church of Kome, but of a-nameleſs Party ? 

'k9,, As for thoſe who Found their Loyalty upon this Suppoſition, 
that the depoſing Doctrine is not the Doctrine of the Roman Church, 
doth not this Hypotheſis afford a ſhrewd Suſpicion, that if it were the 
Doctrine of the Church of Rozze, or ever ſhould be ſo, or they ſhould 
ever bogonvinced that it is ſo, then they would be for-the depoling of 
Princes, no leſs than thoſe, who at this Day believe it. to be the Do- + 
Qtrine thereof ? | 

11. May it not be juſtly doubted, whatever ſome little inferionr 
People in Communion with the Church, of Roxre think of theſe Mat- 
ters, while the Governing part of the Church believes otherwiſe, as 
they certainly do, at this day (if the Pope and his Adherents are the 
Governing Part) Princes have no ſecurity that Popes will not chal- 
lenge and exerciſe this Authority, but their -want of Power to do it, 
which is wholly owing to the Reformation ; for till Princes had Sub- 
jects who valued not the Popes Authority, they themſelves were the 
Popes Vaſlals, and mult neceſſarily. beſo again, could they extinguiſh 
this peſtilent Northern Hereſie (as they phraſe it) the great Fault of 
which is, that it hath given Strength and Security to Princes, þy weak- 
ning the Popes Pretenſions. 

' 12. Since the Council of Conftarce owns the 4th. Council of Lateran 
for a General Council, Sef. 39. (where the depoſing Power is as ex- 
preſly declared as any thing can be, unleſs Men will quibble upon 
Words, and make Nonſenſe of them) and that P. Martin the 5th. 
in-his Bull for. the Confirmation of the Council of Conſtance, Sefſ. 45. 
gives the Senſe of the Propoſition of that Council, Seff 15. may 
it not be very pertinently aſſerted, that the faid Council condemns 
only the killing of a Tyrant, and not of an Heretick and the killing 
of: a Tyrant, who is not condemned and depoſed, not of one who 1s 
excommunicated for Hereſie ; for that laſt Clauſe, without expecting 

the Sentence and Command of a Judge, ſuppoſes that it may be a very 

lawful and meritorious Act to kill fuch Princes as are depoſed by Supe- 
riour Judges, that is, by the Pope or Conncil ; which is the only Au- 
thority that ever pretended to judge or depoſe Sovereign Princes ; and 
therefore when Szarez was urged with this Decree, he anſwered, 

Defenſ. Figdei, lib. 6. cap. 4. Where do you find in the Acts of that Conncil, 

thar this extends to Princes excommunicated or depoſed by the Pope ? 

13. If we may take and leave of the Roman Councils what we 
pleaſe, and: be. good Catholicks ſtill ; wherefore may we not reject 
the Decrees of their Councils about Tranſubſtantiation, Purgatorys : 

F 2 Tndul- 
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(40) 
Indulgences, the Invocation of Saints, and Worſhip of Images, G&c: 
and continue as good Catholicks as they are, who renounce the Autho- 
rity of their Councils as to the depoſing Power ? 

14+ Since P. Paw thz 5th. ( Anno 1606.) by a Breve written to the 
Engliſh Catholicks,declared and taught them, as Paſtor of their Souls, 
that the Oath of Allegiance, eſtabliſhed by Parliament, (3 Fac. 1.) © 
cannot be taken without violating the Chriſtian Faith, and injuring 
the Salvation of their Souls, as containing many things which are 
manifeſtly contrary to Faith and Salvation: Now, (as the Author of 
the Firſt Treatiſe againſt the Oath of Allegiance, called, The Jeſuits 
Loyalty, well obſerves) there are not in it (-wta) many things to which 
this Cenſure is poſſibly applicable, unleſs this be one, that the Pope 
hath no Power to deſpoſe the King,or abſolve his Subjects from theOath 
of Allegiance ; now when in Obedience to the Pope, the Roman Catho- 
licks have to this day obſtinately refuſed this Oath (ſome very few ex- 
cepted,- who were Anathematized atsRome for doing {o) is there not 
reaſon to ſaſpeCt, that they are not clear in this Pbint ? and that they 
who will not abjure ſo pernicious a Doctrine, may be perſwaded to 
praCtiſe it when time ſerves, and then let any man judge what ſecurity 
there is of their Loyalty ? 

13. As for thoſe Loyal Engliſh Romaniſts, who will not allow the 
Depolſing Doctrine to be the Doftrine of the Church of Rome, though 
they acknowledge it to have been Decreed by Popes and Councils, 
| becauſe all the Ages before Gregory the Seventh, were poſitively againſt 
the Depoſing Doctrine, that this was a Doctrine brought in in the 1 1th 
| Century, againſt the Judgment and Prattice of Ten before, and that 
all the Fathers were againſt it ; muſt they not needs go upon theſe 
Principles, -1. That Popes and Councils may, and have decregd ſuch 
Doftrines as are contrary to Scripture and Catholick Tradition ? 
2. That no good Catholick is. bound to own ſuch Doctrines, though 
decreed by Popes and Councils ? 3. That this DoCtrine (although ſo 
decreed ) is not the Doctrine of the Catholick Church ? 4. That 
men are good Catholicks, not by adhering to the DoCtrine of Popes 
and Councils, but to the Scriptures, expounded by Primitive and 
 Catholick Tradition ? Theſe are indeed the better Subjefts,; for ad- 
hering to thoſe Principles ; for thoſe are the very Principles on which 
- our Reformation is founded, and by which we juſtifie our ſelves againſt 
the Innovations of the Church of Rome : But though theſe Principles 
will juſtifie the Reformation, _yet they will not prove, that this De- 
poſing Doftrine is not taught by the preſent Church of Rome. = 

16. But to ſhut up all theſe Queries concerning that vile Depoſing 


Doctrine, I deſire only to be informed, what Roman Catholick Na- 
| tion, 


(41) 

tion, who had all the Power in their hands, would have ſuffered a 
Proteſtant Prince to Succeed quietly to his Throne ? We know how 
it fared with Henry the Fourth of France, (notwithſtanding the Par- 
liament of Paris, burnt Mariana's Book ) and what Henrician Here- 
ticks in thoſe days ſignified ;- but our Church teaches better ; and 
mhe True Sons of the Church practiſe better ; and we hope they ſhall 
never have reaſon to repent of what they have done. 


m—— 


SECT. XXII 
Of their Uncharitableneſs to all other Chriſtians. 


4, 1.L.JOw can they be vindicated from Hypocriſie in a very hi 
< H degree ( beſide their Uncharitablenes ) who br = 
have Condemned an Heretick, and delivered him to the Secular Judge 
to be burnt, yet thus beſpeak him ; We paſſionately deſire you for the 
Love of God, and in regard of Piety, Mercy, and our Mediation, you 
would free this miſerable perſon from all danger of Death, or mutilation of 
Members ; How can this be reconciled to the 20 Cap. of the 25 Seſſ: 
of the Council of Tre: about Reformation ? 

2. Since Boniface the Eighth hath determined, that it is indiſpen- 
ſably necelſary for all men, to believe the Biſhop of ' Rome to | be the 
Occumenical Patriarch, the Univerſal Biſhop, the Viſible Head and 
Monarch of the Catholick Church, the Infallible Doctor of its Faith 
and Manners, S. Peters Succeſſor, and Chriſts Sole Vicar upon Earth, 
( which Arrogant Titles are now become a of their Canon Law, 
and occur frequently in the ſixth Book of the Decreralia ) may it 
not be pertinently demanded, Where was their Charity to all Chri- 
ſtians before the time gf Boniface the Third, ( who dyed in the 7th 
Century ) ſeeing there is no Biſhop of Rome found, who did aſſume, 
or claim thoſe inſolent Epithets before that time ? 

3- What difference can be aſſigned betwixt the old Donatiſts and 
the preſent Romaniſts ? ſince the former confined the True Church 
of Chriſt to Africa, ( yea, to that Corner of it, which was ex parte 
Donati,) and the later to Rome ? 

4. Let us ſuppoſe a man to walk as Conformably to the Precepts 
of the Goſpel, as ever any of the Sons of Adam ( Chriſt only ex- 
cepted) would it not argue the height of uncharitableneſs, to Damn 
that man in our Imaginations, becauſe he cannot believe the Popes 
Supremacy to be jure divino, for want of Divine Revelation ; ſince 
the beſt Logician in the World cannot deduce it from any place of 
Scripture, per decimam ſextam Conſequentian !? 5. Be- 
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gy. Becauſe ſome moderate Proteſtants grant, that he who is wider 
Invincible Ignorance of the Corruptions of the Roman Church, and 
makes Conſcience to live up to his Light, may through the -infinite 
Mercy of God be ſaved, (though he live and die ig-that Society 5 ) 
hence to argue, that its beſt to joyn in; Communion with the Church 
of Rome, wherein (by conſent of both parties) Salvation may be had} 
doth the force of that Argument, in the eyes of ſober perſons, 
amount to.any more than this, Come over to us, for we haye leſs 
Charity than ye ? whereas a good Chriſtian (who underſtands the na- 
ture of his Holy Religion ) will be ready 'to anſwer, I will rather 
ſtay in that Church which enjoys moſt of that ſupernatural Quality, 


- which is Effential to Chriſtianity. 


6. Becauſe a man thinks that his Neighbour (who is of a ſtrong.. 
natural Conſtitution, highly couragious, and very temperate ) may 
be preferved: from Death in a Peſthouſe ; doth it hence follow, that 
he believes his Neighbour is in as ſafe a condition, as he who lives 
at a great diſtance from any danger of Contagion ? h 

7. If it be a ſolid Argument to comply with that Tenet, wherein 
both parties are agreed, wherefore doth not the Church of Rome embrace 
the ProteſtantDoctrine of Chriſts Preſence inthe Euchariſt ? for all ſober 
Chriftians in the World acknowledge that he 1s really preſens, tho in a 
Spiritual-and:Myſtical manner : To this the Romanilts have ſuperadded 
their mode of Tranſubſtaritiation, and! the Lutherans their Conſub- 
ſtantiation ; therefore is ſafeſt to Acquieſce in that wherein all Diſ- 
ſenting parties are agreed : the ſame may be urged as to many other 
particulars, even. all their. Superadditions to the ancient, Creeds. 

8. It may be further demanded, if there be any Solidity in this 
Topick, have not the Ceriathiani, the 'Samoſatenians, the Arians, Eu- 
nomians, Photinians, and Socinians, the better of the Orthodox by that 
way of arguing, ſince its acknowledged hinc p:de, by all, that Chriſt 
was truly a man, , made like tons in all things, Siz only excepted? but 
the fallacy of this Fopick is ſo evident, that ir 1s loſt labour to inſiſt 
any more upon It. | 8 . 

9. Can it conſiſt with Charity, to call thoſe Schiſmaticks, who are 
not fugitivi ſed fugati; and to Anathematize them every year (* on 


' Manaay — as Hereticks, who believe the whole Scriptures of 
e 


God in the ſenſe of the Primitive Church ; and who embrace all the 
Creeds of the four general Councils that were firſt in order ? 

10. Did. not the leading party in the Council of Trent, diſcover 
themſelves to be Phyſicians of no value, and Men of no Charity, by 
uſing, their utmoſt endeavours to perpetuate that deplorable Breach 
in the Viſthle Church.? which I account better expreſs'd in => 

"My ſes 
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words of the Hiſtory thereof, which are as followeth. This Comncils 
deſired and procured by Godly Men to re-unite the Church, which began to 
be divided, hath ſo eſtabliſhed the Schiſm, and made the Parties ſo Obſti- 
nate, that the Diſcords are irreconcilable : and being managed by Princes 
for Reformatiorl of Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline, hath cauſed the greateſt defor- 
mation that ever was ſince Chriſtianity did begin; and hoped for by the Bi- 
ſhops themſelves, to regain the Epiſcopal Authority, ( for the moſt part 
uſurped by the Pope.) hath made them loſe it pres. bringing them into 
much greater Servitude : on the contrary, feared aud avoided by the See 
of Rome (as a potent means to moderate the Exorbitant Power thereof ) 
mounted from ſmall beginnings, 'by divers degrees, to an unlimited Exceſs, 
it hath ſo eſtabliſhed and 2. A the ſame over that part which remained 
ſubjett to it, - &c, EE 

11, Since its evident from unqueſtiqnable Records, that the Church 
of Rome (1 mean all of that perſuaſion ) amounts not to the third 
part of Chriſtendom (if all the Proteſtants, of whatſaever denomi- 
nation, - the Greek Church: property ſo; called, with gll thoſe Chrilti- 
ans in Aſia and Africe, which are neither of the Roman nor Greek 
Communion, be reckoned: upon- ,) ' it may be demanded, with what 
Charity the Romaniſts monopolize. to themſclyes the Title of the 
Catholick Church ? | 
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